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the members of this great Confederacy, if you || unjust and ungenerous —though not so intended | when the price of railroad iron is from fifteen to 
wil} continue to inflict upon us the burdens which || by the Senator, and ultimately it will be injurious || twenty dollars less per ton than it was last year, 
sou escaped. (| to the consumers of railroad iron, themselves. | are to be relieved to the amount of $12,000,000, 

But we are not asking you to remit the duties. || Before proceeding, Mr. President, to sustain | those who have paid the duty when the price was 
We do not ask it—not because we do not believe || these propositions, | have a few preliminary re- || high, have an equal or a stperiorclaim upon your 


it would be right to do so, but we only ask what || marks to make in reply to some points made by | justice to the amount which they have paid; and 
js absolutely essential to the existence of the rail- || my friend from Tennessee. For several years | those who have laid their roads with American 
road interest. If you maintain this system, ac- |’ past it has been evident that the railroad interest | rails will also have an equitable right to ask for 
cording to all the testimony we have, it is obvious || is one of the most powerful combinations of cap- | the amount per mile of duties on foreign iron 
that many of these works of internalimprovement || ital and energy in this country. I find that in || which will be given to other companies if this bill 
must be suspended. Let me give you a case in || New York there have been meetings of railroad || should pass. 

point that falls under my personal knowledge. A || gentlemen who propose to send committees here, The honorable Senator from Tennessee alleges 
road is under construction now which is to con- || and one of their committees has issued a circular || that, if the railroad companies are not relieved, the 
nect the southern and Atlantic seaboard with the || in which they call upon the different railroad com- | great railroad interests will be seriously affected. 
Mississippi. It is the first road that is likely to || panies to furnish them witha contribution of $100 | Now, sir, who are entitled to the most consider- 
be constructed there. I refer to the road from || each; and togive them five percenton theamuunt | ation at the hands of Congress—those who are 
Memphis to Charleston, to connect with Rich- || of the duties which may be remitted. | engaged in a great branch of American industry, 
mond, and on to Philadelphia and New York. || Ata meeting held in Richmond on the 5th and | or those who brought the present crisis upon 
That road has been under construction for five | 6 h December, of ail the State proxies, presidents, | us? Those who are engaged in the railroad 
years, but the resources ofits individual subscrib- | directors, chief engineers, and superiniendents in | interests of the country are not entitled to especial 
ers, and the energies of the company have teen || the State, the following resolution, offered by a || and particular favor at the hands of Congress, for 
exhausted. The States have come tothe rescue, || Mr. Garnett, was passed: || they have brought this crisis upon us. They have 
and my own State has contributed largely for the “ Resolved, Tuat we do urge on cur Senators and Repre- || given their bonds in Europe for railroad iron, 
accomplishment of the work, Yet, sir, struggling || s*ntatives in Congress, the propriety of taking prompt || running up, to a fearful amount, the foreign in- 


under the price of iron, paying $60) or $70 a ton, || meaurs ta curr the passes ofan arta teiumd wo ral, | debiedvess against us. ‘Thus, they have with- 
we are called upon in the next sixty days to raise |) yfarch 4, 18.1, : mi to reduce the duty va railroad iron bere- | 4F4wn Our specie from other legitimate branches 





the amount of $127,000 of taxes to be paid on the || ait’r imported.” of commerce; and now they propose to issue other 
iron. Yes, sir, in the next sixty days they are || Such, Mr. President, is the powerful interest | bonds, that they may pass their iron through the 
compelled, at the sacrifice of their means, or at |! which is formed throughout the country to put custom-house without the payment of the duties. 
the sacrifice of their credit, to pay to the Treasury | down one great branch of American industry, for How is it with those who are engaged in the 


of the United States $127,000, by way of duty, | the benefit of railroad corporations and railread | manufacture of iron, and especially of railroad 
imposed by a wise and beneficent Government || companies; and these gentiemen, according to the | !ron? This is the second proposition of this kind 
upon the labor, the toil, and industry of the || New York circular, are to have five per cent. upon || which has been made. In 1844, it was made by 
people. If they can get a credit for two or three |/ all the duties they may succeed in causing to be || & then Senator from Maine; and why? Because 
years upon that $127,000, they can go forward to || remitted. || there were no persons engaged in the manufacture 
the completion of their road, and atitscompletion |} Air HUNTER. Does the Senator mean to | f railroad iron in this country? That was the 
they will be in a condition to pay $200,000 with || say that the gentiemen who signed that memorial || "eat argument then used; but, sir, in 1845 that 
greater facility and with more ease than they now || are to have five per cent? = | great enterprise was commenced here. It re- 
can pay $127,000. They ask the Senate to give || Mr. BRODHEAD. By no means. [ allude || quired skill, it required labor, it required great 
them a credit for three years, that they may go || to the circular which is signed by five gentlemen || Merzy, it required a large amount of capital, and 
on and construct their road; and when it is con- || in New York. I have it here. | $10,000 ,060 have been invested in it. 
structed I say they will be able and willing topay || Mr. SEWARD. Read it. | The Senator from Tennessee says that unless 
it. That is but a specimen of many other roads | Mr. BRODHEAD. Thecircularis dated New || this relief be granted, the great railroad enterprise 
which | might mention, but I allude to this because York, March 21, 1854; and among other things, will have to stop. I tell him, sir, that the great 
J] have a personal knowledge of the fact, which | it says: 1 enterprise which has been engaged in this country 
was communicated to me by the president of the |! «fo make provisions for the expenses unavoidably in- || making railroad iron will have to stop if he 
road. cident to the prosecution of the measure, it was agreed at succeeds. What will be theeffect? He informed 
Now, Mr. President, I submit to you, under the meeting, that each company coming inte por the Senate that, from 1824 to 1844, almost all the 
athe circumstances thot surround us, struggling |) went sheuladvance im te pucrore ie cum o'sitiand | railroads in the older Statea were constructed. 
as we are, in every pertion of the country, labor- |! pany to the committee, for the (urther expenses that may | I hat 1s true, but they paid much higher for their 
ing in all the newer Siates to build up a fortune, || be incurred, and as a compensation for their time and ser || [ron when there was no duty on it than the honor- 
and to strengthen the ties that bind us together, || Vices, (im addition to the above advance,) five per cect. on || able Senator can purchase it for now. They were 
' ae the amount of duty remitted, or which niny be saved to : Sis a = 
and to develop the resources of the country by || such company, on railroad iron heretotore imported by it, Peete a this great enterprise; those who are 
siding to its wealth, to its prosperity, to its great- || or whieh it may import or coniract for prior to July 1, 1855, now engaged in it are mere imitators. Those who 
ness and glory, when | come forward and submit by the passage of the law or laws repealing, remrting, o¢ || engaged ntinmy own State, at an early day, 





to you a proposition to give a credit for three || Suspendingtora limited time, the —_ on such iron.” || paid down their money and their capital; they 
vears on the duties, in order that the companies || The circular is signed: Ss. F. Vinton, Noah S. | risked it all; but how is itnow with those who are 
may rid themselves of embarrassment, do you || Wilson, John Stryker, Geo. Ashmun, H. V. | engaged in making railroads? Why, sir, they 
deny it? Can you find it in your heart, or in || Poor, committee. : : || attempt to do it by * kiting’’ on bonds given for 
your consciences, to deny them the poor pittance | Ir will be seen that I was correct in saying that || their railroad iren, on bonds given at the custom- 


which they ask—a simple credit, ond that upon || they are to have an allowance of five per centum | house, and on bonds given to contractors. That 
the obligation that they shall give a bond for pay- || on the amount that may be remitted. The duty || is what has produced this state of affairs in the 
ing the money? Can you refuse it, when your || paid on railr vad iron per annum amounts to be- | country. , 
Treasury is overflowing, and you are buying up || tween $3,000,000 and $4,000,000; hence these gen- || In the spring of 1853, I undertook, in a few 
your securities to-day at an advance of twenty ulemen wii receive, tf they succeed, about $200,000. | remarks which | then submitted to the Senate, to 
per cent., when they are not due for years to In alluding to this, I do not intend to intimate tiat || foretell the present state of things. I submitted a 
come? While you are doing that, you are levy- || any Senator, or member of the House cf Repre- | resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ing a tax of thirty per cent. on the labor and toil, || sentatives, would be improperly influenced. Tuse | ury to furniah the Senate, at its meeting ia 
ard industry of the people. That may be wis- || it for the purpose of showing that there is a com- | December 1853, with the amount of our foreign 
dom, but [ confess [ do not think it is. It may || bination of capital and energy for the purpose of | indebtedness. He did so, and look at the fearful 
bea wise and judicioua policy for an intelligent || obtaining a suspension or the entire repeal of the || result which has been run up against us by these 
Government which seeks tu develop its resources || duties on railroad iron; and, Mr. President, say || railroad companies, draining from us our gold 
in all its departments—which seeks to give charac- | what you please about the measure now under _and silver. ; 
terand dignity to it—which seeks to advance its || consideration, which proposes to give a credit of | The total amount of railroad stocks was 
fortunes in every sense, physical, moral, and || three years upon the duties on railroad iron, itis || $309 893,967; the total amount of railroad bonds 
Political; but f confess I am not able to see it. || a proposition to take off the duty. The duties on || was $170,111.552. The total amount of stocks and 
Wuh this simple statement of the facts, | submit || ratlroad iron for the last three years have heen, and | bonds was $430,005,519. Railroad stocks held by 
the question to the Senate, and shall abide the || for the next three years will be, about $12 000,000; | foreigners amounted to $8 244,000; and railroad 
ecision, || and that amount will be remitted under this bill, || bonds held by foreigners amounted to $43 888,752; 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Although, not very well || for, though bonds may be given, the amount will | making tacks and bonds held by foreigners 
prepared, I feel it to be my duty to submit a few || never be collected. Weall know that. Iris, there- || $52,132,752; and that is a mere appreximation. 
remarks on the subject now under consideration. || fore, a proposition to give a bonus of $12,000,000 Phts is the amount of foreign indebtedness upon 
Notwithstanding the able and ingenious argument || to those who are now engaged in constructing || railroad account alone. The ‘whole amount of 
| 


which the honorable Senator from Tennessee has || railroads, If that is proper, why not return the foreign indebtedness is over $225 000 000, accord- 
aresented, I cannot yield my assent to the measure. || $12,000,000 to those who have constructed rail- | Ing to the documents to which | have tefore re- 
I think it is violative of principle, and of the set- | roads within the last three years? Surely, sir, if || ferred. Yea, sir, the amount of indebtedness on 
led revenue policy of the Government. It is || those who are now about to construct railroads, ! railroad account is much larger than I have stated, 


40 


a 
Hy 
i. 


ee 


Se 


armani 2 C 
1, Walp 


~ 
3 


oe 








626 





a ae ae 


which were held abroad were issued on the railroad 
account for the purpose of constructing railroads. 
These railroad corporations, therefore, have de- 
ranged the currency. 

The Senator from Tennessee says, if you pass 
this bill, a thousand miles and more of railroads 
will be constructed than otherwise would be. 
Sir, we have been constructing our roads too fast; 
it has withdrawn capital from other enterprises. 
We ought not to construct in this country—the 
legitimate wants of the country do not require— 
more than twenty five hundred miles per annum. 
Mr. President, the bill does not propose that the 


credit shall be given on the railroad iron imported | goods or sugar? 


for first tracks only. It goes the whole figure, and 
extends to railroad iron, imported for second 
tracke, for repairs, and spikes, and chairs con- | 


THE CO 





because many of the city and corporation bonds | ness of making railroad iron, and they now pro- 


‘duce one hundred and sixty thousand tons of a 
first rate article, which comes in competition with 
the English article. If this competition be broken 
down by such a measure as this, the effect can 
easily be seen. 

Mr. President, I stated in the commencement 
of my remarks that this measure was contrary to 
principle and the settled revenue policy of the 
country. It is a well-known fact that most of our 
revenue is derived from the duties imposed on 
iron, broad cloths, woolen goods, silks, and sugar. 
Will any gentleman tell me why the duty should 
be taken off railroad iron, and not off woolen 
You receive about the same 
amount of revenue from sugar duties that you do 
from railroad iron duties. Can any one give a 
reason why the duty should be taken off railroad 


nected with them. If it was confined to first | iron, and retained on sugar, which 1s an article of 


tracks, it would not be so objectionable. 


The iron interests of this country have now as | 


general consumption? Why notextend the same 
privilege to the consumers of woolen goods? 


hard times as those who are engaged inconstruct- || Why do not those who use sugar and woolen 
ing railroads. Will you interfere? Sf you do, I | goods ask this favor at our hands? It is because 
claim especial legislation for the greatiron interest, || capital is not combined for the purpose. There 


as well as forthe great railroad interest. A nation 


are no large corporations, such as these railroad 


is great, prosperous, and progressive, in propor- | companies, to press such a measure with the in- 
tion to the iron which is manufactured and con- |, fluenceof capital. When you get the duties taken 


sumed. But the honorable Senator from Tennes- | off these articles, how are you to get your rev- 


see informs us that this bill will notinjure the iron | 
interest generally, because the manufacturers of 
iron will turn their attention to making other arti- | 


enue? 
I know, sir, there are many gentlemen who are 
for absolute free trade, or for the lowesi duties; but 


cles, and will not engage in making railroad iron. | they are the men who always vote the largest 


| 


How is that? 


appropriations; and that is a very good way to get 


In the year 1854, about one hundred and sixty || popular. During the war of 1812 there was a | 
thousand tons of railroad iron were manufactured | member of Congress who voted for the war, who || from 1832 to 1840 when no duty was imposed on 


in this country. In that business there was a 
capital invested of $10,000,000. They consumed 
over two hundred thousand tonsof pig iron, eight | 
hundred thousand tons of coal, and over two hun- 


voted for the largest supplies, the Jargest number 
of men, and the highest pay; but who would never 
vote for a dollarof taxation. ‘* Liberal appropri- 
ation and no taxation’’ was his motto. It is very 


dred thousand tons of limestone; so that there is || easy to become popular by proposing not to tax 


a large amount of iron used in the manufacture of 
the rails. The iron business of this country will 
have a hard time of it for years to come. I doubt 
whether it will ever be a money-making business. | 
Railroad companies make much more money, as | 


1 can show by statistics which I have on my table, | 


than those who are engaged in the manufacture of | any ground of justice or policy. It is violative of | 


iron, and it will continue to be so; because, in | 
1852, it was supposed that all the available spots | 


for making iron in Great Britain had been occu- || you make the poor man who wears broadcloth or | 


| 


pied. Here is an important fact to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate: In 1852, it was 
supposed that all: the available spots for making 
iron in Great Britain had been occupied, but in 
that year a new discovery of ore was made on the | 
east coast of England, where heretofore no iron | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


industry had existed. In the oolitic formation of || now be obtained for a less price than formerly. 


the Cleveland Hills, an immense deposit of iron 
stone was found. A minute description of these 
and other recently discovered deposits in England 
can be found in Mr. Black well’s lecture on the iron 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


the people at all; and give them all the money they 
ask. | 
Sir, this is a proposition for class legislation, to 
build up the railroad interest at the expense of one | 
of the great manufacturing interests of this coun- | 
try, which, it seems to me, is not sustainable on 


one great principle of taxation—to impose the bur- | 
dens of the Governmentonallalike. Why should | 


woolen goods pay duty on those articles, and not | 
tax the gentleman who rides on railroads? This 
proposition is unjust to those who have heretofore 
constructed railroads; because it will enable those 
who construct them now to derive advantages 
which have not been extended to others. Iron can 


The duty has nothing to do with the price. From | 
1832 to 1842, when there was no duty, the iron | 
was higher than it is now, with a duty of thirty 

per centum. Railroad iron was never so cheap as | 
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| lishments you have to depend entirely on the Epo. 
lish market, which, when pressed upon, becomes 
very high. It appears, from official tables, 4, | 
shall presently show, that we paid more for ;,)). 
road iron when it was admitted duty free than w, 
do now. This 1s the effect of depending on Byo. 
land for our supply. In 1845 the manufacture o¢ 
railroad iron was commenced in this country, |, 
| is a new branch of industry in the United States 
requiring great capital, much skilled labor, ang 
great energy. Why should it be stricken dow) 
by railroad jobbers? I say this is pressed by rail. 
road jobbers; they are the leaders in the move. 
/ment. However much railroads may be desired 
by honest people, they are frequently pushed for. 
ward by jobbers. You cannot properly construc, 
more than two thousand five hundred miles a 
year. When you go beyond that, you press upon 
| the English market, and of course the price of 
| iron becomes high. 
| Mr. WELLER. Iasked what was the number 
of persons employed in this country in the many. 
| facture of railroad iron? 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Ido not know how many 
| persons the mills employ; but the number must 
| be very large; and, besides the number of those 
| directly employed, you should take into consider. 


| ation the persons who raise breadstuffs for them, 


| and those who produce the coal, iron ore, lime 
| stone, and pig-iron necessarily consumed in the 
| production of iron for rails. I have before re. 
| marked that the price of railroad iron has been 
| highest when it has come in duty free. Here ig 
| an official table showing the price of railway iron 
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At the present time the best rails can be bought 
for fifteen or twenty dollars per ton less than at 
this time last year. Is not this a large decline in 
one year? Does not this reduction weigh heavily 
upon our manufacturers, without adopting a meas- 
ure like this the effect of which will be ruinous to 
them ? 

This bill, in my judgment, is violative of the 
plighted faith of the Government. By the pledges 
given when the tariff act of 1846 was adopted, the 
manufacturers of railroad iron were encouraged 
to go into the business; they are now engaged in 
it after the expenditure of a very large sum of 
money; and this bill will be destructive to them. 
I have some evidence as to the principle on which 
the act of 1846 was founded. Mr. Robert J. 
Walker, in his annual report as Secretary of the 





making resources of the United Kingdom. The || under the thirty per centum act of 1846, and never | wae in Deswaieer, 1845, one: 4 
lecture was delivered in 1853. With what extra- || s9 hich as when it came in free of duty. hilst a due regard to the just and equal rights of a 


: 1| 7 ye || classes forbids a discrimination in favor of the manufac- 
ordinary energy these resources have been turned || Mr. WELLER. I wish toask my triend from || turer, by duties above the lowest revenue limit, no disposi- 

Pennsy!vania a question. He seems to have | tion is felt to discriminate against them, by reducing such 
devoted a good deal of time to the examination 


to account, the following extract of a letter writ- 

ten to a friend of mine, by Professor Wilson, who | duties as operate in their favor below that standard.” 
was in this country in 1853, and who has recently || of this subject, and he has no doubt acquired all | Is not this a proposition to discriminate against 
been appointed Professor of Agriculture in the || the information that is necessary to put the Sen- 


the manufacturer in favor of the consumer? Isit 
University of Edinburgh, willshow. His letter |) ate in possession of the facts. Now, I desire to || Not, therefore, a violation of the principle on which 
bears date the Sth of September, 1854: | know from him how many manufacturers there || the act of 1846 was based? Again, when the bill 
“In the iron manufacture here, all is thriving and in- || are in the United States of railroad iron, and how. of 1846 was presented to the country asa revenue 
creasing enormously in production. The oolite beds have || many persons are employed in its manufacture? | Measure, Secretary Walker, in his report, held 
proved most valuable. Indeed, already in the Cleveland My object ia to get at the number of persons in- the following language: 


district there are about seventy to eighty large furnaces | . . aE s , 
already either in work or in progress, equal to a make of || terested in Keeping up the present high duty upon || “Stability in she tariff and currency is what ame 


something like five hundred thousand tons perannum. In |! railroad iron. : 
Staffordshire, 100, where both ores and fuel were getting || Mr. BRODHEAD. I will endeavor to accom. || ee tlie aaa somsnee ead and taee faith for 
Soak < * era h all-apantm temg ir Ae geno «no modate my friend from California. In 1854 there || that purpose, will yield cutleient cevestane rs afford rea- 
iron masters.” : | were sixteen rail-making manufactories, and they || sonable profits; and let this permanent system (and none 

| made that year about one hundred and sixty thou- || other can be permanent) be established, and the manufac- 
The annual production in Great Britain is about || sand tons, according to the best information I | turer, in a series of years, will derive the greatest benefits 


art ; ; ° : | from the system. The tariff has been changed and modi- 
two million seven hundred thousand tons. During || have obtained from those engaged in that trade. fied thirty times since the first bill, being are than once 


the last year more than seventy new furnaces have | Mr. CLAY. 1 wish to ask the Senator whence || on an average for every Congress since the Government 
been pat up there, which will afford an addition of || he derives the information which he has just stated | “35 founded; and it is vain to expect permanency from 
over five hundred thousand tons. So that the | to the Senate? || anything but a revenue tariff. Stability is what the manu- 


. / . ‘ || facturer should desire d ially that the question 
product in England is almost equal to the ertire || Mr. BRODHEAD. [I obtained it from a news- | should be taken ont of the arena of polities by a just and 
demand of the whole world. hen that market 








is pressed upon, the price of iron becomes high, | 


and when that market is abstained from, it be- 


paper publication, which has never been contra- | 


dicted, so far as | know. 


Mr. CLAY. Itis ananonymous one. I have. 


comes cheap; so that whenever we cease to man- || seen it myself. 


ufacture iron in this country under a proper 
competition tariff, we have to pay mere for it in 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I could read over the 
names of the mills which it states, and show, if it 


permanent settlement.”? 


Thus, it appears that, in 1846, we were promised 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, who had a large 
|| share in the preparation of the tariff act of that 

year, that it was to bea permanent measure. The 
sante promise was made in the House of Repre- 


England. Since 1845, millions of dollars have | were necessary, that they are in blast, that they || sentatives, by the gentleman who reported that 


been invested by our own citizens in the enterprise || were built for the purpose, that they are struggling 


of geiting skilled labor, and carrying on the busi- '' along, and that when you strike down these estab- | 


| oe (Mr. McKay.] It was supposed that 4 


permanent system would guit the manufacturers 
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better than the fluctuating policy which had before | which is now imposed on railroad iron. Well, 


revailed. The same idea is to be found in the | 
reports of Mr. Guthrie, the present Secretary of 
the Treasury. In hiscircular issued nearly a year 
azo, with a view to obtain information which would 
enable him to recommend a revision of the act of 
1846, he held this language: 

«The existing tariff having been designed, generally and | 
substantially, for revenue, and fora fair and equal operation, 
poth as between the various sections of the country und the 
yarious branches of industry, the same objects should 
undoubtedly be kept in view, and the reductions, if any 
shall be made, should be so arranged as to afford an equal 
participation tn the benefit to every interest and to every 
section.” 

And upon the information thus obtained, in his 
annual report he makes the following wise sug- 
gestion, upon which I hope we shall be able to 
come to some compromise between the producer 
and consumer: 

‘tis not proposed to change the principle of ad valorem 
duties, but itis for the consideration of Congress, whether 
aepecific duty on iron, made from the average of the last 
three or four years’ ad valorem duties, might not give 
greater stability to the iron business, and more satisfaction 
t) consumers, and, at the same time, prove equally bene- | 
ficial to the revenue.’’ 

I consider it unnecessary to adduce further evi- 
dence to show that this bill is a violation of the 
settied revenue policy of the country as adopted 
in the act of 1846. The evidence which I have 
already presented is, in my opinion, conclusive on 
that point. 

The honorable Senator from Tennessee, as a 
reason for the passage of the bill, said, that we 
have now a redundant Treasury. I admit we 
have a full -inegay § but we shall not long remain 
in thatcondition. I think the probability is, that | 


much of it will be got rid of by legislatien; and || 


besides, there is a great falling off in the revenue. 
] have tables from the Treasury Department, 
showing a very large decrease of revenue within 
the last few months. It is not wonderful that it 
should be so. The railroad corporations have 
brought a crisis on the country. ‘They have run 


up a fearful amount of foreign indebtedness || 


against us. Our gold and silver are sent abroad 
to pay the interest on this indebtedness. This 
withdraws from the country part of the capital 
necessary for its business, and acts injuriously on 
all branches of industry. 

I do not intend, as I have already suggested, to 
go into a discussion of the tariff policy of the 
country; but I will make this general remark: I 
reject alike the free trade and the protective theory. 
Neither can be carried into successful effect. I 
do not believe, sir, that human wisdom can make 
a tariff law which will stand against the designs | 
of Providence, and overrule the natural laws of 
trade and commerce. When the act of 1846 was 
adopted, it was supposed to be a rash measure; 
but that act was aided in a manner which was not 
expected by those who designed it. In 1847 
there was a famine in Europe, and we received 
$20,000,000 from abroad for our breadstuffs. In 
1849, gold was discovered in California. Both 
these circumstances operated in favor of the act of | 
1846, and contributed to swell the revenue under 
it. The great reason urged now for a reduction 


of the tariff is, that we receive too much revenue. || 


1 think that in a year or eighteen months from this 
time, we shall not complain of a redundant Treas- 
ury. But admit the force of this argument; ad- | 
mit that it is proper to reduce the duties for the 
a of lessening the revenue; | say it should | 
e done generally and impartially. You ought 
not to take off the duty on railroad iron, and 
retain it on sugar and woolen goods. You ought 
not to sustain the railroad-making interest at the | 


expense of another great branch of American in- || 


dustry, . 


Mr. President, I do not fear the passage of this || 


bill, but I do fear the result of an effort which I 

expect will be made to amend the civil and diplo- | 
matic, or some other appropriation bill, by insert- | 
ing a proposition to take off the duty on railroad | 


iron, or refund $10,000,000 or $12,000,000, paid || 


eretofore by railroad companies. | am aware of 
the fact that gentlemen plead instructions to justify 
themselves in voting for such a proposition. The 
honorable Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunter,]} 
when it was offered two years ago, as an amend- 
ment to the civil and diplomatic apprepriation bill, 
alleged that he was instructed by his Legislature 
to support it. My friends from Alabama tell me 
that they are instructed to vote to take off the duty | 


|| duties, if they had used the foreign article. 


| refund duties upon railroad iron? 





sir, suppose the Senators from Michigan, and 
| from Pennsylvania, had yielded to such instruc- 
_tions in regard to the Wilmot proviso, and the 
| Missouri compromise, where would have been 
the adjustment measures of 1850, and the Kansas- 
Nebraska act of last year? I resisted the Wilmot 
proviso, notwithstanding the instructions of the 
| Legislature of my State. I donot think gentlemen 
| here should now yield to instructions for a measure 
like this, which are got up by the agency of those 
who havea deep interest in the question. For 
my own part, | recognize instructions coming 
| from my own party—not always those from the 
| Opposition, 

1 hope, sir, this measure will not be pressed 
upon us. Its friends have no assurance that, 
even if it be successful here, it will be taken up in 
the House of Representatives. They have de- 
| clined toconsider a bill proposing a general revision 

of the tariff policy of the country; and surely such 
| a measure as this should be considered only as 
part of a general propusition to reduce duties. 
This is partial, class legislation, for the benefit of 
a particular set of individuals. In this respect, it 
comes before us in amost objectionable form. If 
this bill be passed, it should be accompanied by a 
proposition to retund these duties to those com- 
panies who have heretofore paid them, and to give 
to those who have used American iron a sum 
equal to that which they would have paid as 
In 
every point of view in which | look at this bill, it 
strikes me as exceptionable. I trust it will not 
receive the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
am not at all surprised that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania should attack this proposition, for 
we all know the nerve which he exhibits on every 
occasion, and the vigilance with which he watches 
_ all the peculiar and local interests of Pennsylvania; 
| but | am surprised, in fact, | confess myself pro- 
foundly astonished, at the means which he has 
employed to defeat the bill. [am amazed at the 
arguments which he has used. I grant that, if 
you will permit him to assume his positions, he 
may maintain them; but I utterly deny to him the 
right to assume that which is not to be seen in the 
bill, but which isa simple deduction of his own 
fruitful imagination. W here does the Senator find 
in the bill that it is a proposition to repeal or to 
There is no 

such measure before the Senate. Nothing like 
| that is contemplated by the biil. It is merely a 
suggestion of his fancy. To sustain that assump- 
tion, he read a resolution adopted by a commiuitee 
of a railroad convention held in Richmond, Vir- 
| ginia, in which the opinion was expressed that 
it was proper and right to refund the duties. He 
| cannot find in this bill any such proposal. This 
| is simply to allow a credit of three years for the 

duties. 


| that the Senator should attempt to throw preju- 

dice on this bill by referring to the doctrine of 
| instruction? What possible connection has the 
| doctrine of instruction with the question before 
| 


| 
. 
| Mr. President, is it not strange, passing strange, 


us? Why should he lug into this debate the Wil- 
mot proviso? Does he wish to arouse the preju- 
| dice of Senators upon that question? Why did 
he appeal te the Senators from Virginia and Ala- 
| bama to know whether or not they would obey 
the instructions of their Legislatures on this ques- 
tion? Why did he go out of his way to read a 
| lecture to them on the doctrine of instruction? | 
| have not learned that those Senators are not fully 
competent to determine for themselves how far 
they are bound by the instructions of their States. 
| presume they are abundantly adequate to the 
task, and when the time comes they will not only 
have the capacity, but they will have the nerve to 
stand up and obey, or disobey, their instructions 
according to their own consciences and their obli- 
gations to the Constitution and to the country. I 
think it was gratuitous on the part of the Senator 
to go out of his way to attempt to throw preju- 
dices on this bill by endeavoring to mix itup with 
other questions. irl were disposed to debate the 
| doctrine of instruction with him, I think I could 
| show that it would be difficult for him to find any- 

thing in the Constitution authorizing him to obey 

the instructions of his own party alone, if he 
| chose, or not, as he pleased. If that be the doc- 
| trine of instruction, I am against it. 1 hold that 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


627 


if the right exists anywhere, it must exist in the 
Legislatures of the States. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, 
throwing odium upon this measure, coupled 
another with it. He told us that a committee 
assembled in the city of New York and passed a 
resolution that each railroad company in the Uni- 
ted States should pay them $100 to go to the city of 
Washington, and endeavor to secure the repea! of 
the duty on railroad iron, and that for this service, 
in the event that they were successful, they were 
to receive five ner cent. of the amount refunded or 
repealed. Will that Senator pretend to say that 
there is a single railroad company in the United 
States which indorsed that proposition? I put 
the question to him, and pause for a reply. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I know this much: that 
the five gentlemen whose names | read to the Sen- 
ate, stated that they acted in pursuance of instruc- 
tions from a meeting of those engaged in the con- 
struction of railroads. " They said that there was 
a meeting of railroad gentlemen in the city of New 
York, and that that meeting appointed them a 
committee. I take it for granted they told the 
truth, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is justas I sup- 
posed ; the Senator takes for granted things which 
are not to be found in existence. I have before 
me a paper from a reliable authority on that sub- 
ject, and I can enlighten the Senatorastoit. The 
celebrated meeting to which he refers, was com- 
posed of six or seven gentlemen who thought, I 
suppose, that there was a good opportunity to 
make a handsome speculation. They got together 
in the Astor House in the city of New York, or- 
ganized themselves intoa railroad meeting, formed 
a committee, and passed a resolution, making 
themselves a committee; but nota railroad com- 
pany in the United States, as I understand, ever 
assentéd to the proposition on which the Senator 
commented. But suppose the companies had as- 
sented to it, is it to be used here as an argument 
to prejudice a proposition for the benefit of other 
roads who did not take a part in any such pro- 
ceedings? Surely it seems to me to be a strange 
and unfair mode of treating a subject like this. 

A most extraordinary remark, made by the 








by way of 


| honorable Senator in the opening of his speech 


| being ? 


| was, that this proposition was unjust and ungener- 


ous. Unjust to whom? Unjust toa single human 
Ungenerous in what? Ungenerous in 
simply giving to the railroad companies of the 
United States three years in which to pay the 
duties levied by the Government on railroad iron? 


| There is the injustice; there is the ungenerousness 


of the proposition which the Senator assails! Ee 


| assumes that the bonds, which this bill requires of 


the companies, will never be paid. Is there any- 
thing in the bill which says that they shall not be 
paid ? On the contrary, the bill provides expressly 
that they shall be paid; and not only that, but the 


| collector of the customs of the port where the iron 


He is greatly mistaken in that. 


may be delivered, is required to take such satisfac- 
tory security as will indemnify the Government 
and insure the payment of the bonds. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Will my friend allow me 
to make a remark here? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have stated that these 
bonds will never be paid, and I believe it to be so. 
In the first place, the railroad companies them- 
selves will be unable to pay them. Most of their 
roads are already mortgaged for as much as the 
can pay. Again, we have a precedent on this 
subject: bonds given for similar duties have been 
remitted; and I believe, if this bill passes, and 
bonds be taken under it, they will also be re- 
mitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am always will- 
ing to yield the floor, with great pleasure, to the 
honorable Senator for explanation, but not for an 
argument. Ee assumes that the bonds will not 
be paid This is an assumption without any evi- 
dence to sustain it. There is nothing in the bill 
which warrants any such assumption. The Sen- 
ator is equally unfortunate in saying that bonds 
issued for the same purpose have been remitted. 
To my knowl- 
edze no such bonds ever wereremitted. | haveex- 
amined the legislation of Congress, from beginnin 
to end, without finding sutherity for any an 
asseriion. The duties which were refunded were 
those which were paid upon the failure of the com- 


|| panies to lay down the iron within three years, as 
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provided for in the act of 1832. No bonds were 
taken from them, but they were required to pay 
the duty because they had not complied with the 
law; and the acts passed subsequenily simply re- 
funded to them the duties thus paid. There were 
no bonds taken at all. 

The Senator says rnilroads are not entitled to 
this comsideration. | do rot ask it alone for rall- 
roads, as one class of industry; Lut I ; lace the 
bill upon great principles of jusuce. T he Senator 
Bays lis unjust and ungeyerous. He will find, by 
reference to the reporta of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, that over $4 000,000 of duties on rotlrond iron 
have been refunded, ot which over $1,000,000 were 
refunded to the State of Pennsylvania aloue. Is 
this the injustice of which the Senator complains ? 
It was now justice when Pennsylvania was taking 
out of the Treasury money which had been paid 
for railroad iron. Dat when ‘Tennessee and the 
younger States come here and ask simply for a 
credit, the Senator lifts upshis hands in bely horror, 
and says,what wonde rful injustice 13 this! Willthe 
Senator epply that argument to his own constitu- 
ents, and say it was unjust and uneenerous for 
the Government to relund to them more than 
$1,000,000 of duues which they had paid? ; 

lie says the present measure will operate p‘eju- 
dicially upon the iron inierest, and he appeals to 
us to know if we are going to stand up to sustain 
a great monopely, the railroad interest of the 
country, and thereby crush the prospects of the 
manufacturers of iron? No,sir;1 will notoccupy 
such a position. | have always been in favor of 
sustaining the iron interest, and in my first re- 
marks on this subject, |] endeavored to prove that 
the effect of this measure would ultimately be to 
benefit that interest. The Senator did not attempt 
to answer that argument. I showed by figures, 
that, by the sysiem of imposing heavy duties, and 
requiring immediate payment, you prevent the 
construction of athousand mies of railroad per 
annum, and that thereby the iron manutactur- 
ers lose customers to the amount of more than 
$10,060,000 a year. The Senator could notanswer 
the argument; but he told us that §10,000 000 are 
invested in rolling mills for the manuiucture of 
rails. Granted. Then, according to his posi- 
tion, for the purpose of sustaining the capital of 
$10,000,000, you are imposing a tax of millions 
every year upon more than $800,000,000 of capi- 
tal. That is protection with a vengeance! It is 
protecting $10,000,060 of capital by imposing a 
tax on eight hundred millions of labor, and that, 
too, in the ratio of $3,000,000 per annem! In 
four years, under the present system, you levy 
upon the working classes of this dountry, in the 
shape of duties for railroad iron, more than the 


whole amount of capital invested tn rolling mills | 
in the United States for the construction of rail- 


road iron. In other words, we now tax twenty- 
five millions of people to support a few hundred 
or a few thousand. Thatis the species of pro- 
tection against which | am warring, and which 
I think is contrary to the genius and spirit of an 
intelligent country like this, 

The honorable Senator says he does not come 
here now to ask any assistance from us for this 
interest in his State, because Pennsvivania paid 
the money to build her roads, whereas our roads 
are being constructed by the process of ** kiting.”’ 
This is a new word; I do not exactly know what 
it means; but I presume the honorable Senator 
intended to say that we are building our roads by 
the use of our credit, by selling the bonds of the 
companies and of States issued to aidthem. Now 

et me inform him, that, with the exception of 
New York, his own State, Pennsylvania, has 
done more kiting than al] the States inthe Ameri- 
ean Union puttogether. She has more kites flying 
now, in the shape of bonds and securities, than 
any State in the Union, except New York, and 
much more than all the southern States put to- 
gether. He ought to be the advocate of kiting; 


kiters, and of the whole kiting family. {Laugh- 
ter.] Whatis the result of the Senator’s kiting 
proposition? Simply this: That the citizens of 
7ennsylvania, one of the old Srates, one of the 
wealthy States, which has received the bene fi's of 
the commerce of the West; in which has been 
centered for years past upwards of millions of dol- 
lars worth of property sent there from my section 
of the country—having grown rich out of the toil 
of the people of my seciion, are wealthy enough 


| to build their own roads; but we are so poor as 


/on your new track, Lut we will not give you 
| credit on the rails which you may lay down on 
your old track : 


| tection, 


| cient. 


| but I do not raise tnat question; | waive it—I do 


| simply said it was the interest of the manufacturer 
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to be compelled to resort to credit. ‘The Senator, | 
with the maguanimity pertaining to his character, 

says: ** Because you ure poor, and cannot pay 

down the money, you shail not have any of the 

benefits which have been accorded to tne older 

Siates of the Uniou.’’ Gud sive me from such jus- 

tice as that. If that be une oi tue effects of kiung, 

| pray that this country may Le saved from ail 

such kiting hereafter. 

‘Lhe Senator went on to read a lecture on polit- 
ical ecou®my by way of charging on the country 
great fully and indiscretion in constructing too 
many raiirouds. | have the highest respect for 
the intelligence of that Senator, and much regard 
ier his goudness of heart, but 1 think my con- | 
stiluency are as competent to decide for themselves 
whether their interest will be promoted by extend- 
ing their credit in the opening of the highways of 
trade, and travel, and miercommunication, as that | 
honorable Senatoris. Aud while they cherish for 
him great admiration, | hardly think they will call 
a meeting of their Legislature and reverse that 
acuon in view of the suggestions which he has | 
made. They may do so; but i do not apprehend 
they will. 

‘I'he Senator presented what was, to my mind, 
another remarkable proposition. He says that, 
enormous as this measure is, it would be rid of 
much of its enormity if it were confined to new | 
tracks. There is a distincuon without a differ 
ence, [ think. If I were here to legislate for my 
constituency alone without reference to that equal- 
ity which ought to exist in the legislation ot the 
country; if f were looking simply to the interests | 
of the people of Tennessee, without reference to 
those of Pennsylvania and the older States, | 
should be content to confine this measure to new 
tracks, because, in my State, we have no old tracks 
to relay. tu Pennsylvania, and New York, and 
New England, they may have old tracks to re- 
lay. It wouid be unjust to pass an act discrimin- | 
ating between the iron to be laid down on a new 
track, and that necessary to be laid down on an 
old track. The Balttmore and Ohio Railroad | 
Company, through Maryland and Virginia, is in- | 
creasing the tracks of its road. Would it be jus- | 
tice to that company to say: **We will give you | 
credit for the rails which you wish to lay down | 
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The Senator says this is an antagonism to pro- 
Now, I think that the protection at pres- 
ent accorded to the railroad interest, independent 
of the existing duty of thirty per cent., is suffi- 
The protection which results from freights 
and exchange alone amounts to between threeand | 
five dollars per ton. Under all the circumstances | 
of the case, | believe that is protection enough; | 


not ask in this bill fora remission of a single cent 
of duties, but for acredit. We are told that this | 
ig contrary to principle. What principle? Was | 
it contrary to principle when it applied to Penn- 
sylvania? No,sir. Wasitccntrary to principle 
when itepplied to Maryland, New York, Georgia, 
South Carolina, and the New England S.ates? 
There was no complaint then; but now it is said 
to be contrary to principle. Why? Because it is 
contended the tariff of 1846 is a permanent thing. 
Reaily, sir, that idea is something new under the 
sun. Whence does the Senator derive informa- 
tion to that effect?) He read from the report of 
Mr. Walker, then Secretary of the Treasury; but 
he never advanced any such idea. Mr. Welker 


that there should be permanence in the trriff. 


| Nuw, the Senator tells us that the tariff of 1846 ia 


a permanent thing, and that it is a violation of 
principle to teuch it. The sameargument applies 
to every tariff that ever did exist, or that evercan | 


: exist. Will the Senator pretend to eay that it 
for he is the representative of the very prince of | 


wae a violation of principle to repeal the tariff of 
1828—the ‘* bioody tariff’’—upon which the Dem- 
ocratic party came into power, and by mean; of 
which they have materially maintained that power? 
No, sir. If ft be a violation of principle now to 
interfere with the tariff of 1846, how stands the 
case with the honorable gentleman himself? On 
the same principle, Congress ought never to have 
interfered with the tariff of 1842, and thereby we 


| 


| stand charged before the country with a violation || 
‘of principle. The tariff of 1842 imposed a specific |! 
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duty of twenty-five dollars per ton on railroad 
iron. Corgress repealed that enormous duty | 
the act of 1846, bringing it down to thirty per ce;; 
ad valorem. Now, the Senator tells us that ir ig, 
violuiion of good faith between the Governmen: 
and the manufacturers of railroad iron to reduce 
or remit, or give a credit for that duty. Ir that 
hypothesis be assumed and recognized by the Sen. 
ate and Congress of the United Siates, all futy, 
legislation on the subject of tariffs will be in 
lation of principle and of good faith, 

l apprehend that, when the proper time comes 
that honorable Senator himself wil be for revising 
the tariff. We know that he will be for revisine 
itin some parts. | apprehend that then he wi 
not be found standing up here to maintein the jn. 
violability of the tariff of 1846. That, like every 
other tariff, is subject to alteration or amendment 
according to the wisdom of Congress, dependent 
on the exigencies of the country. But, sir, | 
wish to read a few names for the especial benef, 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and to com. 
mend them to his particular attention on this occe. 
sion. In 1832, a bill was passed for the exemprion 
of railroad icon from duty. It was passed during 
the Adminisiration of General Jackson, who, | 
believe, stands at the head and front of the Dem. 
ocratic party. Wall that Senator pretend to say, 
that an act which received the sanction and fp. 
proval of the leader of his party, Andrew Jack. 
son, is a violation of principle? Did that distin. 
guished man violate any great Demecratic prin. 
ciple when he assented to the ect of 1832, allowing 
railroad iron to come in free of duty, and refund. 
ing those duties which had been heretofore paid 
on it? If you will examine the records, you wi 
find that some of the most distinguished men in 
the Congress of the United States approved that 
policy. Let me give a few names for the espe. 
cial benefit of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
I find the names of Calhoun, Clay, Woodbury, 
Webster, Buchanan, Robert J. Walker, Marry, 
Clayton, Bell, of Tennessee, Boyd, McDufie, 
Polk, Livingston, Wright, Tezewell, William R. 
King, Abbott Lawrence, John M. Berrien, Crit. 
tenden, Whittlesey, Johnson, ‘Troup, Dickerson, 
of New Jersey, Sevier, Hugh L. White, Caled 
Cushing, General [layne, John Quincy Adams, 
P. B. Barbour, and a hest of others. Wili any 
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/man pretend to say that these gentlemen violated 
| any great principle when they recognized the wis- 
dom, the policy, and the justice of allowing rail- 


road iron to be imported free of duty, afier the 
great national adjudication of the question of in- 
ternal improvements, which denied to the Federal 


| Government the power to make such roads, and 


assigned tne exercise of the power to the Siates, 
and to individuals. These distinguished men, to 
whom I have alluded, are found on the record as 
having given their assent to such a policy; but 
now, we are told, thatitis a violation of principle. 

The honorable Senator says there are now in 
operation in the United States sixteen mills en- 
gaged in the construction of railroad iren. | have 
the same paper from which, I presume, he de- 
rived that statement. IT have searched the census 
returns diligently from beginning to end; but I 
can find there no information whatever on that 
subject. The only datum I find is a vagrant 
newspaper publication which I have seen, esti- 


| mating the number of mills at sixteen, and the 
| aggregate amount of production at one hundred 
/and sixty thousand tons, 
| gay that out of these sixteen mi.ls, fully one half 
| have suspended, because of a want of ability to 

| go on. 


Now, | undertake to 


it requires a larger amount of capital to 
be invested in the construction of railroad iron, 
than in any other description of iron. It is much 
larger, much heavier, and much more costly. 
Hience, these mills have not been able to continue 
the manufacture of railroad iron even at the enor- 
mous price at which it has beensold. According 
to the theory of the Senator, if we are to sustain 
these sixteen mills at the expense of twenty-five 
millions of people interested in railroads, let me 
tell him the duty of thirty percent. is not enough, 
and he will have to invade that great inviolable 
tariff of 1846, aid put the duty at fifty or sixty 
per cent. They cannot compete with forergn 
manufactures in rails, for the simple reason that 
they have not got the capital. I might illustrate 
this very fully if | had time, or if it were neces- 
sary, but | hope it is not necessary. 

Mr. President, | do not fee} that it is proper for 
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me to detain the Ser-*e longer on this subject. I 
sunmit the bill to the Senate upon its merits, and | 
| veg gentlemen to discard trom their minds all the 
conjectures and interpolations of the Senator from 
Pe nsyly wa. He speaks of the bill as if it were 
a provision fur repealing theduty on railroad iron; 
bat 18 nO such thing. fle assumes, at any rate, 
that if we give the credit proposed by this bill now, 
we shall hereafter remit the duty altogether. I see 
no ground for such an apprehension; but suppose 
Cugress should hereafter do so, what then? Is 
the S.nvor unwilling to place the younger States 
of the Union upon an equal footing with their 
older sisters? Can he reconcile it to his convic- 
tions of justice to deny to us the benefits which 
his constituency have e:joyed-—to refuse to the 
younger Sta‘es those advantages which have been 
granted to the old States. lam content to leave 
the question with the Senate, upon considerations 
of justice, equity, liberality, and generosity. | 
shall abide by their decision. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr.) 
The question is on concurring in the adverse 
report made by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BADGER. 
the fail. 

Mr. WELLER. The committee report the 
bili with a recommendation that it be rejected; 
but the question is on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
adopt the suggestion of Senators. The bi'l then 
js before the Senate, as in Committee ot the Whole, 
and sul ject to amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I shuuld like to have an op- | 
poriunity of looking a little further into this matter. 
This discussion is entirely new to me. Both the 
gentlemen who have purticipated in it, have stated 
facts which I have not before heard, and which I 
sould like to have an opportunity of examining. 

] move, therefore, to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 have no objec- | 
tion. 
Mr. PRODHEAD. To-morrow will be private 
bill day. 
Mr. PEARCE. ThenI will say Monday. I 
move to postpone the further consideration of the | 
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|| appropriations to be made; which was luid upon 
1 suppose the question ison | 
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| the United States; which was likewise read a firet 
and second time by its tile, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the W hy le on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed, 


UNTTED STATES COURTS IN TENNESSER. 

Mr. STAN I ON, from the same commutee, re- 
ported a bill changing the mes of hekling the 
United States courts in Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time by its ule, 

Mr. STANTON. This isa change which haa 
been reauested by the district and circuit judges, 
The bil simpiy changes the time for holding the 
courts, and as there can be no objection to it, I 
ask that it may be put upon its passage, 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr ETHERIDGE. 1| would ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary whether 
he has received any communication from the law- 
yers of the western part of the State, remonstra- 








EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were || 
recpened, and 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuverspay, February 8, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Joxes, of 
Tennessee, in the chat: ) lard before the House a 
communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with accompanying papers, in refer- || ting agairst the times of holding the courts in west 
ence to the treaty between the United States and | Tennessee? 
the Chippewa Indians, and recommending certain | Mr. STANTON. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. LHlas no objection been 
| made to the change proposed vy this bill? 

Mr. STANION. | think not. The judges 
| request it. 
| ‘he bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
_read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read a third time, and passed. 


Prayer 


| 


the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, another communication from the Presi- 
dent, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with accompanying papers, in refer- 
| ence to the colonization of Indians in California, 
and recommending certsin appropriations to be 


made for that purpose, which was Jaid upon the UNITED STATES COURTS IN FLORIDA. 
table, and ordered to be printed. “ 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 ask the || Mr. STANTON. I am instructed by the Com- 


consent of the Elouse to take up, from the Speak- || mittee on the Judiciary to report a bill to pro- 


| er’s table, a Senate bill, commonly known as the || ae cae one ee Saar the 
| swamp land bill. northern and southern districts o orida, In case 


Mr. HENDRICKS. | of the sickness or disability of either of the judges 


order of business. of those di:«ricts. , ; 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
JUDICIARY BUSINESS. 


title. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Then the motion Mr. STANTON. This bill is only to provide 
of the gentleman trom lilinois is not in order. | 


for a cusus omissus in the existinglaw. There is, 
This day has been assigned by the [louse for the 


I demand the regular 


| at | resent, no provision by which either of the 
consideration of business reported by the Commit- || ju ges in the two districts of Florida, in case of the 
tee on the Judiciary. Theregular order of business || sickness of either of those judges, can hold the 
is, therefore, the reception of reports from thatcom- || Courts for theother, The bill is simply to provide 
| mittee. for that case. I ask that it be put upon its pas- 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. sage. 


subject until Monday. 


The motion was egreed to. mittee on the Judiciary. 
OHLO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. | Mr. CHANDLER. I would ask the gentle- 

A messarve from the House of Representatives, || men upon the other sie of the House to allow 
by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, announced that | the bill which has been pending before the House 
they had passed, without amendment, the bill of for several days in the morning hour, to be dis- 
the Senate to divide the Siate of Ohio into two || Posed of. It will require but a few minutes. 
judicial cistricts, and to provide for holding the Mr. HENDRICKS. Js not the reguiar order 
circuit and district courts of the United States 
therein. 


eration of the dinlomatic and consular bill ? 


MAIL TO CABIFORNIA. The SPEAKER pro tempore. This entire day 


Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill providing 
for an express mail overland from St. Louis, 
Missouri, to San Francisco, California; which 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. | was anxious to get at 
! | this business as soon as possible, but [ will with- 
was read the first time, and ordered to asecond | gray my objection to the consideration of the 
reading. || diplomatic ard consular bill. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT BANGOR. || Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- | man from Pennsylvania will call the previous ques- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- || tion upon his bill, and print his remarks, 1 will 
sent, and agreed to: yield the floor for that purpose, with the under- 
Reolre?, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | standing that the vote is not to be taken to-day. 


to ii quire into the necessity of making an aprropriation for Mr WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 

furnising the buildin: erected for a custom-house, court- || i : : 
g : s being made. 

room, aud post office, at Bungor, Maine. any bargains bet = 


|| Mr. SPANTON. 
JAPAN EXPEDITION. | the main question be ordered upon the diplomatic 
Mr. BENJAMIN. We have on our tables a 
report from the Secretary of S ate, communicating 
the correspondence in rejation to the Japan expe- 
dition. The document amounts to nearly two 
hundred pages. Under a standing rule of the 
Senate, our documents are not bound unless they 
reich two hundred and fifty peges. As this is of 
some value, and one which all Senators would 
desire to keep, [ ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to submit a motion that those copies, 
which have been ordered for the use of the Senate, 
be hound. 
Mr. JOHNSON. That proposition ought prop- 
erly to be reterred to the Committee on Printing. 
! must he capelled to ask thai all such questions 
be referred ta the proper committee. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I simply muke the motion. 
am contert to allow it to be referred. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
Wii be referred to the Committee on‘Printing. 


| for the special order, and allow the final vote upon 
that bill to go over for another day ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| that if the Elouse were to progress so far as to 


would be some doubt whether the bill could then 
| be passed over without unanimous consent. 


BILLS REPORTED. 





_ ordered to be printed. 


I have sev- | 
eral reports which I desire to make from the Com-"| 


of business durirg the morning hour the consid- || 


was set apart, by a two-third vote of the Elouse, | 
for the consideration of business reported by the | 


I object to | 
I desire to know whether, if 


and consular bill, it will be competent for me to call | 


he Chair thinks 


order the main question to be now put, there || 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, from the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill to prevent | 
malicious trespasses upon property wi'hin the | 
| District of Columbia; which was read a first and 

second time by its title, referred to the Commitree e ) 
of the Whole on the State of the Union, and || viding for a revision of the lawe of the United 


Also, a bill providing compensation to the || 
owners of property in the City of Washington || 
injured by alteration of streets by authority of |) 


‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read a third time, and passed. 


OPINIONS OF THE ATTORNEYS GENERAL. 
|| Mr. STANTON. Lam instructed by the Com- 
|| mittee on the Judiciary to reporta bill to author- 
|| ize the printing of the opinions of the Attorneys 
|| General. 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
| title. 
|| Mr. STANTON. This is a bill which, I ap- 
prehend, will be unanimously concurred in; and 
| [ therefore request that it may be put upon its 
passaye. 

The bill was read. It provides that, from time 
to time, whenever the opinions of the Attorney 
General shall have accumulated in sufficient num- 
bers, the President shall cause the same to be 
indexed, and printed by the public. printer, and 
bound in volumes of convenient size, and in num- 
bers sufficient for distribution, as heretofore au- 
thorized by law. 

Mr. STANTON. The Attorney General in- 
forms me that there is a very considerable accu- 
mulation of opinions now ready to be printed. 
| The Committee on the Judiciary have thought it 

better to provide by a general law for the printing 
| of these opinions by the public printer whenever 
| the President thinks proper. I presume there can 
| be no objection to the bill, and | hope it will be 
|| passed. 
|| The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
|| lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. STANTON. [am also instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a bill pro- 


i 





|| States. 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
| title. 

Mr. STANTON. The Committee on the Ju- 





meee et 


2 


630 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 





diviary were instructed, by a resolution of the 
House, to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing by !aw tor the revision of the laws of the 
United States. I do not intend to enter inte any 
debate upon the subject; and if it gives rise to any 
debate, I shall move that the bil! be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. But I think that the bill ought to pass 
without any difficulty, and without much debate. 
I believe it ts a fact, that every State in the Union 
has revised iis laws, except, perhaps, those that 
have been admitted within a few years past—some 
of them once; more of them oftener. The laws 
of the United States are of a very complex and 
complicated character. I have conversed on this 
subject with the Attorney General and the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court, and both those 
gentlemen have informed me that the passage of 
this act is very desirable It provides for two 
cormmiasioners, with a salary of $3. U00 each, to 
revise and arrange the laws of the United States 
in a convenient form, to be printed and submitted 
to Congress. You know, Mr. Speaker, that many 
of the most important provisions of public laws 
are found scattered through various bills, and that 
the indexes necessarily give no sort of informa- 
tion as to the items contained in these bills. The 
Chief Justice of the United States informs me that 
sometimes he has to hunt for public laws among 
private acts; and every gentleman in this House 
eo that this is the case. Every gentleman 
knows that many important laws have been mod- 
ified and altered in this way; so that it becomes a 
matter of difficulty, and one which occupies a 
considerable amount of time, to trace out new 
enactments, by which alterations in the character 
of a law have been, from time to time, made. 

Now, the whole expense of this commission 
would be only about $18,000, a very small matter 
compared with the great importance of the object 
to be attained. I think the bill ought to be passed 
without giving rise to any opposition. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 think, Mr. Speaker, that it 
is better to have this bill referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
printed. I therefore make the motion that it be 
so referred. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURT IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill to establish a circuit court of 
the United States in and for the State of Cali- 
fornia; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. PARKER. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back, without 
amendment, House bill (No. 337) to regulate the 
salaries of the district judges of the United States, 
and to ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill, which was read, enacts that the district 
judges of thé United States shall receive, as com- 
pensation for their services, the following yearly 
salaries, to be paid quarterly out of the Treasury, 
to wit: 

The judges of the districts of the States of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, Delaware, New Jersey, lowa, and 
W iaconsin, $2,000. 

The judge of the northern district of Florida, 
$2,250. 

The judges of the western district of Virginia, 
North Carolina, eastern, western, and middle dis- 
tricts of Tennessee, northern and southern dis- 
tricts of Mississippi, western district of Pennsyl- 
vania, western district of Louisiana, Texas, Ken- 
tueky, Ohio, Indiana, Missouri, eastern and 
western districts of Arkansas, Illinois, and Michi- 
gan. $2,500. 

The judges of the districts of Georgia, South 
Carolina, eastern district of Virginia, northern 
district of New York, northern and southern dis- 
tricts of Alabama, $2,750, 

The judges of the districts of Maryland, Mas- 
sachusetts, eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
southern district of Florida, and southern district 
of California, $3,000. 

The judge of the southern district of Louisiana, 
$3,500. 


The judge of the southern district of New York, 
$3,750. a { 

The judge of the northern district of California, 
$5,000. 

Mr. PARKER. I move the previous question 
on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the bill will be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Ido not, from the mere reading at the 
Clerk’s desk, understand the proposed rates of 
salaries, and | therefore desire to see the bill 
printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Why, the 
bill has been printed for a whole year. 

Mr. PHELPS. Was the bill printed last ses- 
sion? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALLEY. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Parker] will withdraw his call for 
the previous question, as I desire to propose an 
amendment increasing the proposed salary of the 
district judge of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. W actey] will recollect that he pro- 
posed this matter to me at the last session of Con- 
gress. Thereare several other cases of a similar 
character, where members think that the salaries 
of their district judges ought to be increased 
beyond the rate proposed in the bill, and if 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (interrupting.) 
The Chair must remind gentlemen that debate is 
out of order. 

| The question being on seconding the demand for 
the previous question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dunnam and 
| PRINGLE were appointed. 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
| —ayes eighty-one, noes not counted. 

After the tellers had resumed their seats, 

Mr. SKELTON demanded acount of the other 
side. 





the question has been decided. 
So the previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

|; The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time, 


| Mr. PARKER demanded the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill, which was seconded, 
| and the main question ordered to be put. 

The question being ‘* Shall the bill pass?’’ 

Mr. OLDS demanded the’ yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
108, nays 44; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, | 


| Wi'lis Allen, Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Benson, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bridges, Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cor- 
win, Crocker, Cullom, Cumming, Thomas Davis, Disney, 
Dunbar, Eastman, Edgerton, Edinands, Thomas D. E iot, 
Etheridge, Farley, Faulkner, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, 
| Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, 
Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Inger 
soll, Johnson, Kerr, Lane, Latham, Leteber, Lewis, Linds- 


May, Middleswarth, Noble, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, 
| Parker, Peckham, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, 
| Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 

Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, 
| Shower, William Smith, William R. Sinith, Frederick P. 


| Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, | 


Straub, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 


bridge, Walley, Warren, Ellinu Washburne, John Went 
worth, Tappan Wentworth, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
| Zollicoffer— 108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Carpenter, Clingman, 
| Cobb, Cox, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dunham, Flagler, 
| Gamble, Giddings, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Wiley 
P. Harris, Henn, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lily, McCulloch, McQueen, Mavall, Smith Miller, Mor 
gan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Olds, Orr, Packer, Bishop 
| Perkins, Pringle, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, Simmons, Skelton, 
| John J. Taylor, i'racy, Trout, Israel Washburn, and Wells 

—44. 


| After the call of the roll was completed, 

| Mr. PURYEAR stated that if he had been 

| present, he should have voted in the affirmative. 

| Mr. BANKS also stated that he would have 

| voted in the affirmative, if he had been present. 

| Mr. PARKER moved to reconsider the vote 

| by which the bill was passed, and to lay the 

| motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
‘| motion was agreed to. 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late; | 


read a third time; and having been engrossed and | 


ley, Macdonald, Mace, Matteson, Maurice, Maxwell, | 


Taylor, Teller, Thurston, Upham, Vansant, Wade, Wal- | 
| 
| 


E. February 8, 


te, 
— 





| JUDGES WOODBRIDGE AND CHIPMAN, 


Mr. PARKER. 1 am instructed by the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back a joint res. 
olution explanatory of the act giving compensation 

| to Judges Woodbridge and Chipman. 

1 will explain to the House, in a moment, the 
object of this joint resolution. It is intended 
merely to correct a mistake made at the last ses. 
sion of Congress. There was a bill, which came 
to this House from the Senate, providing for the 
compensation of Judge Morell, for services ren. 
dered in the Territory of Michigan, which wag 

/amended in this House by inserting the names 
of Judges Woodbridge and Chipman. That bjjj 
provided for the payment of some four thousand 
dollars more than Congress intended they should 
receive, and the object of this joint resolution isto 
explain the mistake, and save that amount to the 

Treasury. 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. [ move to 

-amend the bill by inserting the name of Judge 

Ross Wilkins, of Michigan. He should be jp. 

cluded in the act also, and be put upon the same 

footing with these other judges, as he performed 
services of the same character. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I would ask the 
Chair if the resolution which passed the other 
day, setting aside this day for the consideration of 
business reported by the* Judiciary Committee, 
conteraplated the consideration of private business 
also? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution, 
as the Chair understood it, was to consider busi- 
ness of a public character only. 

Mr. JONES. I move, then, that this matter be 

| referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

| Mr. PARKER. The bill is of a public charac. 

ter, as it has for its object the saving of $4,000 to 
the Treasury. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I have an amendment to 
offer to the bill, and I move to insert the names of 
| Judges Ross Wilkins and James Witherell, so 
that the bill may provide for the same payment to 
these gentlemen, as to Judges Woodbridge and 
Chipman. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The amendment which the 
gentleman from Ohio indicates, covers the case 
for which I desired to make provision. It is pre- 
cisely of the same character as the bill, and relates 
to the same kind of compensation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
|| derstands the resolution reported by the gentleman 
} from Indiana to be a limitation upon the compen- 
|| sation of the judges named therein, while the 

amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is to in- 
|| crease the compensation. 

‘|| Mr. RITCHIE. Theamendment simply makes 

provision fortwo gentlemen who rendered services 
of the same character as the gentlemen named in 
the bill. 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 

| cides that the amendment is not in order as an 
| amendment to the joint resolution. 

| Mr. PARKER. I call for the previous ques- 

| tion upon the passage of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 

| main question ordered. 

‘| The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time; and having been engrossed 
| and read a third time, was passed. 


THOMAS WOODWARD. 


On motion by Mr. PARKER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Thomas Woodward, and that it be laid upon the table. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr.SEYMOUR. Iam instructed by the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary to ask that the Commit- 
|| tee of the Whole House be discharged from the 
| further consideration of House bill No. 710, and 
| that it be put upon its passage. The bill wil! give 
_ rise to no debate. 

The bill was reported, as follows: 
A bill more effectually to provide for the pun- 
| ishment of certain crimes against the United States. 

The bill was then read in extenso. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Con- 
| necticut, [Mr. Seymour,] under the instructions 
| of the Judiciary Committee, moves that the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
| discharged from the further consideration of the 
| bill which has just been read, that it be brought 

into the House and put upon its passage. 





| 


| 
} 

| 

1} 
| 
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“Mr. MILLSON. I think that the bill contains 
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of Illinois shall be the clerk of the courts forthe northern 
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interest, involving titles to land, have arisen, and 





; shi : district during theit respective official terms. ; . 
‘Om. provisions aa aan be carefully examined. Sec. 9. 4nd be it further enacted, That there be ap- ee before that court. Il would sug- 
reg The SPEAKER. € question 1s not debata- || pointed a district attorney, a marshal, and a clerk of the St, therefore, to my colleagues from Illinois, and 
iti ; ble. Does the gentleman object? court for the suuthern district. to the House, that it 18 but an act of justice to 
" Mr. MILLSON. I have not read the bill. My || The SPEAKER. The question is now on the | ‘®t portion of the district which originates the 
t} attention was attracted to its provisions while it abeatien aff the a a substitute for the | [2™&eSt portion of the business of this court, that 
nded was being read at the Clerk’s desk. I want to | csianel bill it should be held a portion of the time at the city 
; know whether the operation of the bill is confined || _KNOX. , of Peoria. 
bee to the District of Columbia, and other places exclu- aa Is an amendment in order to the Mr. RICHARDSON. If there is any reason 
mn sively under the jurisdiction of the United States? || The SPEAKER It is why the sessions of the court should be held at 
: Mr. SEYMOUR. It is not. It provides for | Mr. KNOX M aes : Peoria, there is quite as good reason why they 
ren. Mr.) : : : r. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, the substitute has d diff 
was any offenses committed in any of the States against | + been printed, and I shall not be able, from its should be held at half a dozen different places in 
meg the United am We h oh ke || bare reading at the Clerk’s desk, to precisely indi- ope oe RTH — h ; 
bill : ore wut forgeries caaeemesaadltaaenaa aie | cate the amendments which | regard as necessary Gunaiin Et 0 F ee me ee 
an urisal : to bill, an er for the norther , : a ; 
“a fimits of the States, except in the cases expressly || ae of pene erase some ao or q = Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwillinaminute. The 
a mentioned in the Constitution, which authorizes || - Sa ad P Pen ie persons in the city of Peoria who have business 
Isto 2s sire to amend the sr bstitute, so that it will provide : . 
th Congress only to make laws for punishing the | - -- || before this court, can reach Chicago in three or 
ie ep Bp that the courts of the northern district of Illinois : 
counterfeiting the securities and current coin of | shall be held cltecnasele at the cities of Chicace | four hoursany time. There is a railroad between 
e to the United States. | pea geen y 6 | the two cities, and Peoria is more conveniently 
doe The SPEAKER. The gentleman objecting, the | Mr.SEYMOUR. Will the gentleman allow | situated, in reference to the location of a court at 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union || am te: Silies:. eae: sealed ith b Chicago, than almost any other point interested. 
4 ot be discharged from the further considera- || ee ee cee ee ee eee Tt Scheel hawk es objection to the court being held 
ame on f the bill || from that judicial district are unanimous in desir- ehthat plese, 1 Gretel seteestendl daneuaieee 
med en ing the proposed amendment we had better pass iam hs edi ax sok ile das a 7 heliews 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF ILLINOIs. this substiiute as it is, and provide for what is die es ula Sucicahicien ey cneage of 
the Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on the || Contained in the amendment by a separate bill. It the bill, I shall be compelled ane ie “er 
ther : ted back H bill (No. 285) to || Seems to me that we ought to refrain from incum- : . 5 ; 
Judiciary, reported back House bill (No. 285) to || cote akin bak ial om hich | Move the previous question. 
n of divide the State of Illinois into two judicial dis- || D¢ting this bill with any question upon whic The previous question was seconded, and the 
tee, tricts, with a substitute. members of that judicial district are divided. ante auiues a iameae , 
res The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. | Mr. KNOX. ‘In reply to the gentleman, I will | 7p) Mth OU hen taken unon Mr. Kwox’s 
SEYMOUR. B [ || say that I do not desire to embarrass the bill. 1 4 P 7 
| Mr. 8 - Sy unanimous consent, amendment; and it was not agreed to 
on ; i ill wi ; : do wish, however, to make a simple statement in ?. , 7 
’ hope the reading of the bill will be dispensed with, ’ , I The question then recurred upon the amend- 
sil and that the Clerk will proceed to read the substi- | favor of the amendment which I propose. When ment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
tute || it is understood, I am sure that it will meet with an sibeiiiiate for the original bill; and being 
° ° | - : 
be There was no objection, and the Clerk read the || ee of ae a and also, [ trust, taken, the amendment was agreed to. 7 
a substitute, as follows: 1] bs Sag MOUR. 7. ve Sei, oo The bill, as amended, was then ordered to been- 
. That the State of Illinois be, and the same is hereby, | Saag Sa : PP 8 grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
) to judicial districts, in the manner followi | from Illinois to withdraw his amendment and em- ; ? 
divided into two judicia ’ ng, a , air was read a third time 
to wit: The counties of Hancock, McDonough, Peoria, || body itin a separate bill. 1ltisimportant that this Mr.SEYMOUR. I th : ba 
to Woodford, Livingston, and Iroquois, and all the counties |) bi]l should pass now, and if the gentleman insists | ,. “" ‘ ° move the previous que 
3 of in the said State north of them, shall compose one district, || |. ,on his amendment, it is likely the bill will have | U°".UPon the passage of the bill. 
to be called the northern district of Illinois, and courts shall || UP : y Whol The previous question was seconded, and the 
80 be held for the said district at the city of Chicago; and the || to be referred to the Committee of the hole on main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
t to residue of the counties of the said State shall compove || the state of the Union. If the gentleman from 1 h fF. the bill ; , 
and another district to be called the southern districtof [ilinois, | {]|inois had come before the Committee on the | Operation thereof, the bill was passed. 
and courts shall be held for the same at the city of Spring- || Judiciary with his amendment, the committee Mr. SEYMOUR moved to reconsider the vote 
field. <7 ae wo: by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
the Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall be || would have heen prepared for it. As itis, we are sae to reconsider u = he table: whech latter 
ase two terms of the circuit and district courts begun and held || not prepared for it, and | hope the gentleman will ; % d P : 
ree ineach of said districts, to wit: at the city of Chicago for | withdraw his amendment. || Motion was agreed to. 
. the northern district, on the first Monday in July and third | Mr. KNOX. I shall b lled to insist JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN OHIO 
aes Monday in December; and at the city of Springfield for the r. . sha e competied to insist || . ’ 
eS eee ss eat tae pepe ed — Sit odtt etna ae ae 2 | Mr.STANTON, of Tennessee. I am instructed 
in- Monday in October,in Par; s pUrtS f° a matter us i| : _ 
hereby authorized to hold adjourned terms when the busi- || |}Jinois wh J I represent by the Committee on the Judiciary to report back, 
4 ness shall, in the opinion of the courts, require it. | — Ww ASHBURNE , f Ilinoi — |, without amendment, Senate bill (No. 47) to divide 
- Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all suits and | Mr. A NES, O nots. ask MY | the State of Ohio into two judicial districts, and to 
he other proceedings, of whatsoever name or nature, now | Sr. Ma has we up his yepacrecr et provide for hoiding the district and circuit courts 
in- pending in the circuit or district courts of the United States || full? It will require along section to provide for | : . . . 
for the district of Ilinois, shall be tried and disposed of in || the reeular eenitte, 8 P || of the United States therein, and to ask that it may 
the circuit and district courts, respectively, forthe northern | M 5 KNOX. I have not, and I apprehend it be put upon its passage. 
res district of Mlinois, in the same manner as the same would | i r. s he ‘ a 1 think ia pt afta he bill was read. 
eg have been in case said State had not been divided into two || Will not be necessary. g : 
in districts ; and for that purpose the jurisdiction is reserved || or three Words will be all that is necessary. Mr. STANTON. If there is no amendment 
to the said courts in the northern district, and the clerk of || The amendment having been committed to writ- || Proposed to this bill, 1 move the previous ques- 
the circuit and district courts for the present district ot Hli- a aliases d foll mae tion. 
le- nois shall remove the records and files of the said cueale ting, was read, as follows: Mr. OLDS. I ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
an and district courts to the city of Chicago; and do and per- | After the word “ districts” in the first section, insert the : ; 
form all duties appertaining to his office within the northern || word << aiternately;” for the word “ city” insert the word || 8 % withdraw the demand for the previous 
> district, and all process or other proceedings taken, or is- || « cities ;° and after the word * Chicago” insert the words | q¥estion, that I may be heard upon this measure. 
sued, or made returnable to the circuit or district courts of || “ and Peoria,” so that it will read: | It is one of vital importance to the constituency 
the present district of Illinois, shall be returnable at the For said districts alternately at the cities of Chicago and | which I represent. 
he next term of the said courts respectively, in the northern Peoria.”? Mr. STANTON. [ cannot withdraw it 
district of Illinois. } - oe F : . : 
a Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That upon application | Mr. KNOX. Is it in order for me to make a Mr. OLDS. Then will the gentleman allow me 
od of any party to any suit now pending, which would have || few remarks in explanation of the amendment? _|| to move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
been commenced in the southern district if this act had || phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment | of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
been in force before the commencement of the said sui', the \| . d Mr. STANTON. I am willi ry 
proper court may, and, if all parties consent, shall, order || 18 Open for discussion. ; Sd. a r. N. dam ing ' 
that the same be removed for further proceedings tu the r. KNOX. The object of that bill is to di- || shall vote upon a proposition to refer the bill to 
ee for —— — and yr the || vide the State of Illinois into two judicial districts. |, the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
= clerk shall transmit all the papers in the cause, with atran- | : : t h evious 
sf script of all orders taken therein, to the clerk of the court At present pp are ne I 7 Union, and will ee a for t = am oem 
to which the suit shall be removed, and all further proceed- || at the city Oo icagO, which 1s at e nort ern |, question, move a 1 eso referred, a 
ings shall be had in said court as ifthe said suit had been || extremity of the State, and at the city of Spring- || then renew the demand for the previous ques- 
. onginally commenced therein. , field. It is proposed by this bill so to divide the | tion. 
™ Of ee ad be it further enacted, That the present judge | Sate as to place about one half of the State in || Mr. EDGERTON. I hope the gentleman will 
e district of Illinois be, and is hereby, assigned to the | siesta d it || h This is } the S f Ohi 
ite horthern district of Illinois. | the northern district. I propose so to amend it || not do that. is 1s just what the State o io 
ne Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That final process on || as to provide for holding the courts alternately at | wants, and other States too. 
d any judgment or decree en‘ered in the circuit or district || Chicago and Peoria (| Mr. OLDS. It is just what Ohio does not 
courts of Jnited 8 fi district of Illinois, and | — ss 
aS Soe ene cee Don ce, Saree ? sai It bably known to most of the members || want 
ve allother process for the enforcement of any order of said 18 probably cael he Th SPEAKER D th néie. 
courts, respectively, in any cause now pending therein, ex- | of this House that Peoria is one of the largest | e pro tempore. Does the gentle 
— causes removed as hereinafter provided, cme - cities in the Stateof Illinois. It is situated about || man from Tennessee withdraw the demand for the 
suse from ond suede setmenabie $9 the praper cout Se Me trally east and west. lunderstand thata large || previous question? 
I northern district of [Ninois, and may be directed to and ex- | Se ‘ c || P 4 . : a : : 
S. ecuted by the marshal of the said northern district in any || Portion of the business that will come before this | Mr.STANTON. No, sir; on reflection I will 
pan of the said State. '| court will originate in the southern portion of the | not withdraw it. 
n- Sec. 7. nd be it further enacted, eee = - | district. I have recently been informed that there The previous question was seconded, and the 
Re aD OF i RNS Ne ee ae he docket of that court one hun- in question was ordered to be put. 
18 D cai € are now upon the docket of that c ) main q ' 
n- be entitled waist ne | dred and thirty cases originating in Peoria alone, || The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
e Sec. & nd be it further enacted, That the present dis- | growing out of French claims. I| will also state | and was read a third time. ; 
1e pone ane ee I ory ~ shall 7 eee that the southern portion of the district takesin | Mr. STANTON. ; — the previous ques- 
vey forthe northern district; the present m : : : of the bill. 
ab the district of Illinois hall be the marshal for the northern || Several counties which comprise more than half of | tion on the passage 


district, and the present cierk of the courts for the district || the military tract, in which cases of very deep || The previous question was seconded, and the 
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main question was ordered to be put, being, 
5o7 


‘¢ Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. OLDS. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; snd it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas }17, nays 05; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mesera. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Alien, Appleton, Ashe, Banke, Dark-dale. Barry, 
Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Breckinridge, Britg s, Bri-tow, 
Carpenter, Carathers, Chamberiain, Chand er, A huse, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Crocker, Cusung, 
Thomas Davie, Dawson, Disney, Dunbar. Dunham, Bast 
man, Edgerton, Edmands, Thowas Db. Llvot, Dilison, E he- 
ridge, Everhart, Farley, Paulkner, Plagter, Florence, 
Franklin, Ganible, Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, 
Hastings, Ilaven, llenn, Hester, Llowe,. Johnson, J. Gian 
cy Jon Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lillv. McCulloch, Mac 
donald, McQueen, Mace, Matteson, Maurice, Maxwell, 
May, Mayail, Middieswarth, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, 
Pringle, Ready, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, obvins, Rutiin, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Sey- 
mour, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, William Sinith, Wetliain 
R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Prederick P. Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Teller, Thurston, Tracy. Tweed, Upham, Vansant, 
Wade, Waibridge, Walley, Etliha B. Washburn, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Weatbrook, and Witte—117. f 

NAYS Messrs. Ball, Boyce, Bugg, Corwin, John G. 
Davis, John M. Elliott, English, Goode, Grey, Grow, Ham 
jlton, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hendricks, Daniel 
T. Jones, Gnorge W. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, Letcher, 
Lindsley, McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Murray, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Puryear, 
Rogers, Sapp, Shannon, Skelton, John L. ‘Taylor, Trout, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—3s. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr.STANTON. I moveto reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENSHIP. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. There is upor | to amend an act entitled * An act for the punish- 


the Speaker’s table a House bill which has been 
returned from the Senate with asmall amendment. 
It is a bill (No. 133) to secure the rights of cit- 
izenship to children of citizens of the United 
States born out of the limits thereof. [ask that 
the bill may be taken up and the amendment con- 
curred in. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
and the amendment of the Senate was concurred 
in, as follows: 

Sec. 2. After the word ‘* woman,” insert “ who might 
lawfully be naturalized under existing laws.’’ 

PRIVATE BILL. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on the Jidi- 
ciary, reported a bill for the relief of the assign- 
ees of Anthony de St. Maxent; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Mr. MAY. I! desire to ask the House to con- 
tinue a select committee (hat was appointed near 
the close of the last session, to investigate the 
condition of the monument being erected in this 
city to the memory of Washington. That com- 
mittee, after great pains in investigating the sub- 
ject, wish to make a report, but find that they can- 
not do so under the parliamentary laws, unless the 
committee is continued by the order of the Llouse. 
It is very important, for the success of that patri- 
otic enterprise, that it should be done. 
House will continue the coramittee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 


ject. Asa member of that special committee, I 
feel bound to do it. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE STATUTES AT LARGE. 
Mr. MAY, from the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, reported a joint resolution to carry out the 
rovisions of the resolution concerning the distri- 
ution of the Statutes at Large, and for other pur- 
ses; which was read a first aid second time b 
its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. | 
THOMAS PLUMSILL. | 
Mr. MAY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Thomas Plumsill; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. | 
Mr. MAY. I have been instructed, by the | 


I hopethe | 


|| sons engayed in executing the process of the 
I feel constrained to ob- | 


Committee on the Judiciary, to move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from Honse bil! (No. 534) concerning the 
apprehension and delivery of desertersfrom foreign 
vessels in the ports of the United States, in order 
to have that bill now put upon its passage. It is 
to supply an omission in an act of Congress, and 
its object will be understood on the reading of the 


| ball. 


The bill wasread by the Clerk; and there being 
no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union was discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

Mr. MAY: I now move that the bill be put 
upen its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read a third time, and passed. 


COURT HOUSE, ETC., BALTIMORE. 
On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union be di-charged ‘rom the further consideration 


ot House bill (No S88) to provide for the accommodation 
of the courts of the United S:ates for the district of Mary- 
land, and fora post office at Ballimore city, Maryland. 


Mr. MAY. I now move that the bill be put 


| upon its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bi!l was passed; and also moved that 


,the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 


which latter motion was agreed to. 


DESERTERS FROM FOREIGN VESSELS. 
Mr. MAY. The Committee on the Judiciary 
has instructed me to ask the unanimous consent 


| of the Liouse to permit me to move that the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of a bill 


ment of certain crimes against the United States,’’ 
approved April 30, 1790. 

‘The bill was read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objec- 
tion to the motion to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of this bill? 

Mr. MILLSON. Yes, sir; 1 object. 

Mr. MAY. Lhope the genileman from Virginia 
will withdraw his objection. That bill has the 
unanimous approbation of the Commirtee on the 
Judiciary. 


| time there is no legislation more important to the 
| interests of the Government of the United States 


thanas tothis subject. Strangetosay, there is no 
law providing punishment for those who kill the 


| officers of the United States in execu'ing processes, 
| except the act of 1790, merely authorizitg an in- 


dictmment for misdemeanor. The bill is to supply 
that want or omission, and the Committee on the 
Judiciary, having carefully considered its provis- 
ions, have authorized me to say that all of them, 
from ell parts of the country, cordially recommend 


| US passage, 


Mr. MILLSON. Tanderstand the cbject of this 


| bill is to authorize the United States, under con- 


gressional law, to punish a murder committed 
within the Sta'es, where that murder may be com- 


| mitted upon the person of a man holding office 


under the United States. 


Mr. MAY. 


Is that so? 
Yes, to punish the murder of per- 


United Srares, 

Mr. MILLSON. No matter how ? 

Mr. MAY. That's so. 

Mr. MILLSON. Then, sir, | must object most 
decidedly. 

Mr. MAY. I understand the principle on 
which the gentleman from Virginia objects. 


PRISON SITE IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. MAY. I now ask that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state-of the Union be dis- 
charged frem the further consideration of House 
bill (No. 444) author zing the President to pur- 
chase a site for a prison, atrd to provide an estimate 


| for the cost of building the same in the city of New 


York. There isa report which accom; anies the 
bill, that will fully explain it. I do hope that the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union 
may be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that itmay be put upon its passage. 
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Mr.CUPTING. Hany gentleman, after havins 
examined and reflected upon this bill providing for 
this jail in the city of New York, atijects to j, 
why, of course, we have no right to ask him to 
withdraw his ol jection. L will state to the gen. 
tleman from Virginia, that there is, at this time 
and moment, no place in the city of New York jp 
which a prisoner can he confined, and no place jn 
which a witness can be detained. In numerous 
vessels coming into the port of New York, there 
are occurring cases of assault and battery, andj 
other slight criminal offenses, where sailors ang 
other persons, who have nothing to do with the 


| controversy, are bound over as witnesses, and 
| held to bail, but being unable to give it, are ordered 


to be sent to jail; and for that purpose I have 


| known them to be sent four or five miles off, 


Upon one occasion it was my duty, as counsel, 


| to go to the jail of a neighboring county, for the 


purpose of examining a witness—a female, seven. 
teen or eighteen years of age—in reference to the 
facts of an alleged murder or homicide on board 
ship. I found her immured in a cell with old 
nardened sinners who had remained there for 


| weeks, simply because the Government, after 


having ordered these unfortunate witnesses to be 


| thrown into cells, had no proper dungeon in which 
| to put them. 


All that I ask is, that the Govern. 
ment should at least provide a competent jail; and 
| am sure that no gentleman who understands the 
facts will object to this bill. [lamanity pleads for 
it,and ordinary justicedemandsit. Itis areproach 


| upon the country that we have no proper jail for 


| the detention of witnesses. 


We have witness 
after witness, innocent and unfortunate persons, 
who are obliged to share the fate of criminals, 
and in their name, and in behalf of humanity, | 


call upon the Government to give us the means 


‘That committee conceives that at. this | 





for putting up a competent jail. 
objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope that I may be indulged 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Virginia object. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido object most emphatically, 
and [ want to give my reasons for it. 

rae CUTTING. If there is objection, that is 
enough. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


I hope that the 


Does the gentle 


Itis not enough. The gentle. 


| man from New York has spoken so eloquently 
| and feeclingly upon the subject, that I think it is 
| but fair for me to have an opportunity of giving 


my reasons for the objection | make. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s objection made 
to the gentieman from Virginia proceeding ? 

Mr. McNAIR. I object. 

Mr. MAY. There is a report accompanying 
the bill from the Jadiciary Committee which ex- 
plains the matter fully. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not 


| before the Llouse, and the report cannot be read. 


Mr. BAYLY. Dol understand that any ob- 
jection is made to my making a tew remarks? 

Mr. McNAIR. 1 withdraw my objection, in 
order to give the gentleman from Virginia an op- 


portunity of answering the gentleman from New 
| York. 








Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I object. | 


| should be acted upon by the House. 
| is made to the consideration of this biil, why all 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to 
the gentleman from Virginia proceeding with his 
remarks ? 

Mr. CUTTING. There are agreat many bills 
which the Committee on the Judiciary desire 
If objection 


discussion upon it would be useless, and conse- 


| quently | think that it eught to go now to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


New York o! ject to any remarks from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. CUTTING. I do object; and I move to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. I pledge my friend that he 
wi'l have opnertunity to discuss it there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is al- 
ready there. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. CASKIE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to renort a bill to amend 
anactasproved August 31, 1852, entitled An act 


making further provision fur the satisfaction of 


Virginia land warrants.’’ 
Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of order. 1 
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1955. — 


, to know whether this is private or public 


wit 


ness 


‘vie SPEAKER protempore. As it comes under 
The § 
ead ot uniy lind vils, in the opimen of 

: oi har it weuld bea pu she toil. 

e Cl 

Vr, CASKIE, | asic that the bill be put upon 

“wave, aud | willimake a very brief expla- 
of ils provistons. In our present circum- 
eg ces, | feel bound to confine myself rigidly to 
ds gusvlutely necessary to Its comprehension 
V y ise . s 
ss the Liouse. Lc is well known that, during the 
eoyylutionary war, Virginia promised large land 
ones tv such of her ei-zens as should serve 
peri hee State or the Continental line, and ded- 
cored certain districts of her territory to the sat- 
action of these engagements. At its close she 
gurrendered her whole magnificent public domain 
vy tpe Union, charged only with the redemption 
of jerpatriotic promises, Owing to circuinstances, 
which | shail not stop to detai!—in part, however, 
om the actions of this Government isel'—the 
reservations made by Virginia proved insufficient 
to satisty the obligations she bad contracted to 
her others and soldiers, She then applied to 
Conzress to make provision for her outstanding 

— 2 

rvoluuenary warrants, and the last act of Federal 
lesislation on the subject ts theact which was ap- 
proved the 3ist of August, 1852, and to which 
ie bil thave introduced is amendatory. That 
act provides that 

“All unsati-fied outstanding military land warrants is- 
ened and allowed prior to the Ist of March, 1852, by the 
paper auth rites of the Commonwealth of Virginia. tor 
miliary services pertormed by the officers and soldiers, 
seamen and marines, of the Virginia State and Continental 
jwesotthe Army and Navy of the Revolution, may be sur- 
reyudered to the Seeretary of the Lutenor, whe. upow being 
cuicfid by a revision of the proof, or by additonal evi- 
denee, tha any warrant thus surrenderee was fairly and 
ply issued, in pursuance of the laws of the said (‘om 
yonwealih, for military services so issued, shall issue land 
seri in favor Of such proprietors for any Warraut thus sur- 
rendered”? 


| do not intend to discuss the merits of the act 
of 1852, from which | have quoted. | hold my- 
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been reported to the Senate by the Committee on 
tevolutionary Claims, save only tnat we increase 
the numberor theirexcepted cases, and thus insert 
a safeguard against error or wrong, in audi ion to 
those esteemed necessary by that committee 
If the louse will look to the provisiuns of our 
bill, they will see that we propose to permit the 
Department here to reject the Stare allowances in 
every case in which, i seems to me, any gentle- 
man who has invesugated the subject can, for a 
moment, Suppose it right to grant such permission, 
Ovserve, if there has been any fraud anywhere, 
the claims is not to be allowed. Again: if the 
Department has any evidence which was not 
before the authorities of Virginia, they may weigh 


| that evidence, and if 1 proves an allowance erro- 


neous, they may reject it. If there be error or 
mistake on the part of the Register of the Land 
Office—and a few such instances have occurred— 
it will be thrown out. 
the amendatory act now before the House, the 
Department will have proper and ample authority 
to refuse the issue of scrip. All we ask—and on 


| that we insist—is, that the decisions of the tribu- 
| nals of the State of Virginia, unon lega! questions 
| arising under her bounty land laws, shall be bind- 


ing on the Department of the Interior, and that 
tneir decisions on questions of fact shall also be 


| binding whenever the evidence in the case has 


been fully and fairly beforethem. In a word, we 
would givethe Departmentample discretion, where 
the case befure it is different from that decided in 
Virginia, but where ic is the same, the Virginia 


| judgment must stand. 


Vhis simple proposition, on which we stand, 
appears to me so clesrly correct that, as the time 
of the Flouse is particularly precious just now, 


| | shall leave it where it is, and give way to the 


gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. SKELTON here made an inquiry, inaud- 
able to the reporter. 


Mr. CASKIE. I respond with pleasure to the 


_ inquiry of the gentleman from New Jersey. Vir- 


self ready, however, to meet any assault which || 


may be made upon it. Its defense is easy, for its 
jstice is obvious, It stands a law, unrepealed 
ond binding, upon your statute-book. The whole 
question is as to its fair, just, and legitimate inter- 
pretation. The Department of the Interior, as we 
understand, esteems itself authorized to take up 
the allowances of Virginia de novo, to consider 
them as original cases, to open questions both of 
law and fact, which have been adjudicated by the 
duly author zed tribunal of the State, and to re- 
verse their decisions where it d.ffers from them in 
opinion, 
inso doing, the Department has departed from 
the true intention and meaning of the law, and 
adopted a construction against which we indig- 
nantly protest, and which should never be toler- 
ated by Congress. No such thing was designed 
by those who passed the law. 

|have in ray hand a letter dated August 27, 
1853 from Judge Underwood, who, I think, re- 
ported the biil of 1852 in the Senate. [le says: 

“T expected that confidence would he reposed in the 
integrity and ability of the Governor and Councils ot Vir 
finia, and thatscrip would onty he withheld in cases Of man- 
Vest error or pul: bl> fraud. 

“ft consider it the duty of the Department of the Interior, 
inexeenting the act of 3let Angn-t, 1852, to construe the 
laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia, under which war 
nts were issned to her officers and soldiers of the Revo 
lution, just as tvev were uiderstood and constrw d by the 
authori ies of Virginia in their original execution.” 


Mr Speaker, | was here when the act of 1852 
was passed, as were most of my colleagues. | 
fay with all confidence, tor them as for myself, 


that, when weadvocated and urged its nassage by | 


this Flouse, we never dreamed that a Deyartment 
in Washington would under‘ake, in the execution 
of alaw like that, to overrule and reverse solemn 
dec'sions of our own tribunals on questions arising 
under our own lays, merely because it might 
hanpen to dissent from their opinions. Never, 
never, sir, would we have sanctioned such a 
doctrine, 

| undertake to make the same declaration as to 
the Legislature of my Stare, whose acceptance of 
the act of 1852 was required and given. 


The bill which I have reported has received | 


from the Commitee on the Judiciary a full, 
thorough, and searching examination, and has 
met their unanimous approval. J may also re- 
Mark, that it is the same with a bill which has 


Now, Mr. Speaker, we contend that, | 





ginia promised these land bounties during the 
revolutionary war, and when she owned the 
whole northwestern territory. When the war 
closed she proceeded to redeem her promises by 
issuing her military land warrants. In her deed 
of cession to the United States she made an express 
condition: 


‘- That in case the quantity of good lands on the south 
east side of the Ohio, upon the waters of the Cumberland 
river, and beiween the Green river avd Tenne see river, 
which have been reserved by law for the Virginia troops 


| Ou Continent l establishusent, should. from the Norih Care 


lina line, falling further to upen the Cumberlind lands than 


| Was expected, prove insufficient tor their legal bounties, 
| the deticieney shou'd be made up to the said troops in good 
| lands, to be laid off between the tivers Scioo and Li Ue 
| Mian, on the northwest side of the river Ohio, in sueh 


proportions as have been engaged to them by the laws of 
Virginia.’? 

Now, as to the country on the southeast side of 
the Onio below the Tennessee, it was * allotted by 
the treaty of Hopewell of January 1786 to the 
Chickasaws and Cherokees to live and hunt in, 
aud the possession of it guarantied to them by a pro- 
vision that if any of our citizens should encroach 
upon it, they should forfeit the protection of the 
United States, and ihz Indians might punish them 
or not as they pleased. Nor was the Indtan tile 
ever extinguished urtil the year In18.”’ A por- 
tion of the Virginia warrants were located on each 
tract, that on the southeast and that on the north- 
west side of the Onio river. But there was a 
deficier cy in the first reservation, and the ** good 
lands’’ between the Sciotaa:.d Lutle Miami rivers 
were also exhausted, leaving a large number of 
warrants outstaed:ng and unsatisfied. It was in 
this state of things that »ppl cation was made to 
Congress The law of 1852 was passed, and while 
1 cheertully give these explanations, they are per- 
haps hardly relevan’ to the question before the 
House. The law of 1852— ts justice and propriety 
is * res adjudicata.’’? it is the construction put 
upon it by the Department of the Interior against 
which we protest, and the bill we introduce is to 
declare what we believe to be its true purpose and 
meaning. Are we right or wrong? That isthe 
question. I hope l have been clear, although very 

rief, for | am anxious that the opponents of the 
hill should be heard, and that we should come to 
a vote, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentleman 
from Alabama to yield to me for a few moments 
to make a statement. 
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Mr. COBB. Certainly,sir. All | want is fair 

lay. 

Mr. SMITE. I desire the attention of the 
[louse for a few moments. 

Mr. COBB. | cannotiet the gentleman occupy 
more thar five minutes, . 

4 Mr. SWITHL. Very well. The gentleman 
from Alabama will have ample opporiunity for 
reply. 

Mr. Speaker, of course | shall be brief, but I 
desire the atiention of the Louse te what | have 
to say. As my colleague has well said, Virginia, 
during the revuluiiona: y war, passed various reso- 
lutions for the purpose not only of encouraging 
enlistments, but to conunue meu in servive. Dy 
these resolutions she pledged herself to pay those 
who were embraced by their provisions in public 
lands at some future day. Thus she came under 
obligations to fifteer, thousand of Ler people. [ 
say fiiteen thousand, because such is the certifi- 
cate of Judge Marshall and General Porterfield; 
and | wish the Llovse to disunetly understand 
that the late Judge Marshall and General Porter- 
field, who took this subject mto consideration, 
were intimately acquainted with the military his- 
tory of Virginia during the war of the Revolution. 
They gave a certificate, which was used years 
ago im this Elall, that Virginia had fifteen thou- 
sand men who were enutled to» bounty under the 
resoluuon which she had passed during the 
stormy period of our struggle for independence, 
It also appears from the documents—and } partice 
ularly desire members to bear that in mind—that 
of these fifteen thousand men, but six thousand 
seven hundred and odd have have had the benefit 
of these resolutions, eight or nine thousand having 
been swept from the face of the earth in the prog- 
ress of time, and having never preferred their 
claims. Of course the evidence in reference to 
these claims has been forever lost. So much, then, 
for that. It repels an idea extensively circulated 
through the country, that Virginia has allowed 
more land to her soldiers than she could, under 
any possible circumstances, be entitled to, fF 
make this statement with the more earnestness 
to gentlemen of the Hlouse, because | at one t me 
had a jurisdiction over this subject. As the Ex- 
ecutive of Virginia, | had occasion to make some 
allowances in reference to these claims. 

Mr. COBB. I have no doubt the gentleman 
| was deeply interested in the just allowance of 
these claims; but | must now proceed with my 
own remarks. 

Mr. SMITE. 


gentleman, 








Very well. I will hear the 
| was trying to satisfy him. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman’s object was to 
satisfy me, he would have certainly failed; for I 
can tel him that | am better posted on the subject 
than he is; and if | were disposed to consume the 
time of the House, | would question the statement 
he has made in reference to the number of indi- 
viduals entitled to land who have not obtained it. 
1 would meet, that as it has been met in this 
Elouse on former occasions, and by argument and 
facts, which, though the attempt has been made, 
have never been successfully controverted, 

| am desirous to have some compromise in rela- 
tion to this matter. The Committee on Public 
Lands have had this subject before them. That, 

| let me say, was the legitimate and proper com- 
mittee for the investiga‘ion of the question, and it 
ought to have been reterred to it. We have been 
endeavoring to secure all the information attain- 
able in the case, that we might be able to make 
report on it. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
learning that this question would come up to-day 
for consideration, made an earnest request of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands to 
have it referred to that committee if possible. If 
that were done, he said further, that he would 
make an exposé which would, in al! probability, 
satisfy the [louse in regard to the subject. 

Mr. CASKIE. 1 ask the gentleman to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. COCB. I will ask the gentleman a qnes- 
tion. If he has the information for which | ask, 
upon itl am willing to rest this case. Flas the 
gentleman received a communication on this iden- 
tical matter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office ? 

Mr. CASKIE. I will answer the gentleman 
with pleasure. Certainly not. | will, however, 

|, tell the gentleman of a letter which, if he was aa 
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familiar with the affairs of his own committee as, - 


from the tone in which he commenced his remarks, 
I should have imagined him to be, he would prob- 
ably have been aware of, and which is the only 
letter | know of from the Commissioner cf the 
General Land Office on this subject. There isa 
copy of a letter obtained, and by me laid before 
the Judiciary Commitee, and filed among the 
yapers in this very case, which, under date of 2d 
Sune, 1854, acknowledges the receipt of a letter 
from Hon. E. A. Warren, a member of the gen- 
tleman’s committee, of the 3d May, and, in re- 
sponse thereto, paves certain views of the Commis- 
sioner on the subject now before the House. 

Mr. COBB a us have that letter read. 

Mr. CASKIE. The gentleman ma 
read, and welcome, if he desire it. 
make a statement first, however. 

Mr. COBB. Let the letter be read; it will ex- 
viain itself : 

Mr. CASKIE. No communication came to 
the Judiciary Committee from the Land Office on 
this subject. | wish the House, however, to un 
derstand that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office was asked to give us his views. Ele 
was asked by myself. The clerk of the Judiciary 
Committee afterwards went to him on the subject, 
and he promised that we should receive a com- 
munication from him by two o’clock of last Tues- 
day fortnight. We have not yet heard from him. 
We know that we differ from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office in reference to the 
roper construction of this law. We appeal from 
Dim to Congress, and we ask gentlemen to meet 
the issue we make as to the justice and propriety 
of our bill. 

Mr. COBB. 


communication, 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the commu- 
nication, as follows: 


have it 
wish to 


I now ask for the reading of the 


Generat Lanp Orrice, June 2, 1854. 


Sin: Tt have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the 
letter of Hon. BE. A. Warren, of the 3d ultimo, reterred by 
you for a report of ny views as to the propriety and neces 
sity of the legislation the eon proposed, and, in answer, 
beg leave to state: That by a resoiution of the General As- 
sembly of Virginia, of 23d January, 1854, inclosed in Mr. 
Warren’s letier, it is proposed so toamend the * act of 3ist 
Auguet, 1852,’’ as to authorize the issue of scrip on all war- 
rants which have been allowed by the authorities of Vir- 
gima, ‘excepting only such as shall appear to have been 
fraudulently obtained.”’ 

It legislation is had on this subject, it must, of course, be 
intended to embrace cases retused or rejected by this Office. 

To a correct understanding, then, of the operauon of any 
such law, I will give a brief synopsis of the general fea- 
tures of the cases disallowed by this Office: 


| 
1. All those where the partirs were cashiered, or super- 


seded, or where they resigned prior to the completion of 
three years’ service—evidence of these fact~ being found 
chiefly among the “ Washington papers,’”’ on file in the 
State Department. 

-2. Militia cases. These are frequently proved up per- 
fectly by parol testimony alone; but in examining the con- 
tivental rolls of the regiments or companies in which the 
alleged service was rendered, and for the period during 
which it was rendered, the names of such officers cannot 
be found, and consequently the parol testimony is wholly 
erroneous, Of must relate to militia or volunteer service 

3. Virginia State line and Navy cases, in which the testi- 
mony is exclusively of a parol character; and where the 
Witnesses, from their sex or pursuits, could not hive been 
personally cognizant either of the rank or service ; or where 
they were of such an unmature age at the time of the ser- 
vice that they could not have come to any certain conclu- 
sion On either point. In this class may also be included 
cases where the alleged service was rendered in vessels 
which had been employed in the commercial marine before 
the alleged service was rendered, and where it is alleged 
the same vessels were subsequently employed in the war 
service, though there is no record evidence of that fact, nor* 
are those vessels mentioned in the act of the Virginia Legis 
Jature of 1779, reduci «g the navy, or that of 1780, refitting 
it. The State navy was disbanded, it will be remembered, 
about 1781. 

4. Where warrants have issued for both staff and lineal 
rank. The staff rank has been considered by this Office as 
& promotion, where it entitled the officer to a higher rank | 
than his lineal appointment, and consequently the allow- 
ance for this higher grade has been made, but not for both. | 

5. Allowances to staff officers, continental, not occupy- 
ing a lineal rank, except in cases where, by order of Con- 
gress, such positions are set forth as assimilating in rank 
with line officers. These have been rejected, as also the 
cases of brigade quarterinasters, where the evidence pre- 
sented shows that they were merely regimental quarter- 
masters, 

6. Officers not proved to be citizens cf Virginia, who did 
not serve in her own Continental or State establishment, as 
in the case of Johu Paul Jones. These classes include all 
the cases, it is believed, that have been acted on uufavor- 

ably by this Office, though there may be others, where, 
from gross discrepancies in the testimony of a witness, or 
of each of the witnesses, the testimony is ruled out as 
unworthy of credit, and the claim consequently fails. 

The principles established by the opinions of the Attorney | 
General of the 7th and Sih of January last, and decided in 
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your letter of the 13th of the same month, extended the 
most liberal construction to the Jaws of Virginia, as ex- 
pounded by the judic ial tribunals of the State, and relieved 
most, if not all, the difficulties which induced the recom- 
mendations in my annual reports of 1852 and 1853, of a mod- 
ification of the act of Congress of 31st August, 1052, on this 
subject. The allowance of either of the classes of cases 
meutioned in this report, would be, to that extent, an exten- 
sion and modification of the laws of Virginia on the sub- 


j ject. 


in guarantying the satisfaction of claims made accord- 
ing tothe laws of Virginia, Congress, it is presumed, did 
not intend to indorse the errors, omissions, or oversights, 
of her State officers. From examinations already made, it 
appears that claims amounting to many thousands of acres 
have heretofore been satisfied under foimer laws, that 
should never have been allowed. ‘These examinations were 
not made to seek for errors, but to determine the character 
of claims presented under the act of 1852, nine tenths of 
which were satisfied with scrip under the act of March 3, | 
1835, and for the residue of which scrip is not claimed. If 
it be the pleasure of Congress, however, to satisfy the 
whole of the claims thus disallowed, or any class or classes 
of them, or an intimauon to that effect, a bill will be pre- 
pared tor the purpose. 

All of which is most respectfully submitted. 

I am, very respecttully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. 


| Hon. R. McC.etianp, Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. COBB. Now read the report of the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, and let us have both sides 
of the question. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as 
follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whoin was referred the 
memurial of James Cornich and wile, heirs-at-law of 
Robert Boush, deceased, submit the following report: 
That the said Boush served in the Virginia line in the war 

of the Revoluuon inthe double capacity of ensign and pay 

master; that a military land bounty warrant for two thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty six aod two thirds acres was al- 
lowed him by the Goveinor and Council of Virginia for his 
services as ensign, and subsequently another warrant for 
four thousand acres for his services as paymaster ; that the 
lauter warrant was surrendered at the General Land Office 

to be commuted for scrip under the act of Jlst August, 1552, 

but that the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 

under his construction of said act, reduced the allowance 
for the sa'd Boush’s services as paymaster from tour thou- 
sand to ove Kiousand three huudred and thirty-three and 

«ne third acres, and issued scrip to the memorialistfor ouly 

one third of the allowance made by the authorities of Vir- 

g'nia. 

‘The memorialists now ask that they may have scrip for 
the whole amount allowed them by Virginia, and that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office may be required 
to wrue it accordingly. 

The committee are of the opinion that the prayer of the 
petiuoners ought to be granted. The Governor anu Coun- 
cil of Virginia, Who made the allowauce of land bounty to 
the memorialists, were the only tribunal, and the tribunal 
of last re-ort, constituted by the laws of that State for the 


adjudication of claims to military bounties arising under || 


her laws, and the construction of those laws by that tibu- 
nal, the comuuttee think, ought to be adopted by the Gov- 
ernmeutol the United States, in executing the act of Au- | 
gust 31, 1852. The principle being well se:tled that the 
construction of local laws by he local tribunals of a State, 
of last resort, is the law itself, and obligatory on the United 
States. 

The committee accordingly, to meet the case of the 


| memorialists, and Other cases arising under the act of Au- 


gust 31, 1852, report a general bill declaratory of the said 
act, and recommend ils passage. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, a sense of duty || 


to what | believe to be a public right has brought 


to prevent, if I can, the passage of this bill, at least 


| unul we can have an opportunity of fairly consid- 


ering it. And another sense of duty, perhaps 


| equally as high and important, impels me, in con- 


| 


sideration of the amount of the business of the | 
. . ° . - | 
country which is pressing upon us for action, not 


| to take up the time of the House unnecessarily. | 


| 


| 








| lands there had ceased to be of any considerable 


shall, therefore, in about two minutes, present 
some suggestions in relation to this matter with- | 


out going geuerally into the merits of the case. —_|| 


Sir, this is a question which has been before the | 
Committee on Public Lands ever since | have had | 
the honor of a seat upon this floor—now some- | 
thing like eight years. It is a question connected | 
with military bounty land warrants, and especially 
comes within the provisions of the Virginia mil- 
itary bounty land act of 1852. The lands in Ohio | 
had been culled out unul the warrants to locate 


value, and hence the application for permission to 


| locate, by sail act, these land warrants upon any 


of the unappropriated public lands belonging to 
the United Siates. 
The bounty land act of 18521 believe to be 
wrong. I voted against itin my committee, and 
I voted against it in the House. But it is the law 
or the land, and of course I shall not criticise it at 
this time, It issufficient for me to state that it was, | 
as I have always considered it, a charity upon the | 
part of the General Government towards the hold- | 


me upon the floor, for the purpose of endeavoring || 
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ers of the Virginia military bounty land warrant, 
When thatact was passed there were severa| hun. 
dred thousand acres of land reserved for the a. 
pose of satisfying these bounty land warrants, and 
probably enough to satisfy them all, but they hays 
been culled out until the locations have ceased 1, 
become very valuable. 
| But, sir, I suspect that very few of these way. 
| rants now remain in the hands of the Origing| 
holders. I rather suspect that if the matter wer 
strictly scrutinized—without meaning any disre. 
spect to the constituents of the gentleman from 
Virginia—that most of these land warrants will by 
found in the hands of other persons than thos, 
who were the original holders. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Alabama does not know what he is talking 
about. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I suspect that I yp. 
derstand this matter quite as well as the gentle. 
man from Virginia, and decidedly too well to 

| warrant him in making the remark which he dig 
justnow. Mark that! Stick a peg down there. 

| But, sir, 1 do not intend to allow myself to be 
drawn away from the point I desire to make, for 
| intend to make a proposition to the House jy 
reference to this bill before I take my seat. The 
Committee on Puolic Lands now have this ques. 
tion beforethem. Weare desirous of considering 
it fairly. We wish to investigate thoroughly its 

| merits, and to report upon it. But, sir, we are 
waiting for the answer from the Commissioner of 
Public Lands. Hehas informed us this morning 
that he will make a report, and we shall be ready 
to act upon it as soon as we receive that report. 

Now, all | ask is, that this matter shall be re. 

ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and when it comes up, after the sub- 
ject has been fully investigated by the House, | 
shall be prepared to state the reasons, which are 
satisfactory to me, and which might be satisfac. 
tory to others, why I think this bill ought not to 
pass. I do not choose, however, to delay the 
business <f the House by speaking at length now, 
however much | might desire to sustain my know!- 
edge upon this subject, which the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayty] calls in question. | there- 
fore move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be printed, and when it comes up in 
the committee, I shall, if I can obtain the floor, 
give my views at length upon the subject. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will my friend 
from North Carolina allow me five minutes of his 
| time? 
| Mr. KERR. I will yield to the gentleman for 
| that time. 
| Mr. BAYLY. Iconfess to this House that! 
did speak with some little irritation when the gen- 
tleman from Alabama undertook to say that the 
act to which he referred was a matter of charily 
| to Virginia. 
| Mr. COBB. Can the gentleman controvert it? 
| Mr. BAYLY. [have but five minutes, and 
| 


cannot yield any of my time. I then said to the 
gentleman from Alabama, somewhat in a spirit of 
Irritation, but certainly not in ignorance, that he 
did not know what he was talking about; and now 
| | am going to show it for his gratification. [Laugh- 
| ter.] The whole of this case is a matter of con- 
| struction. 
Mr. COBB. I was speaking of the act of 1852. 
Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman has shown too 
much feeling for me to allow him to interrupt me. 
I will let him know that. When I am treated with 
| courtesy, this House knows that it is more than 
returned. When I am not, I stand where I am. 
Mr. COBB. And so dol. 


the question at all. I repeat, without meaning 
any disrespect tu him, that he does not understand 
the question before the House. The principle 
/ involved in this case is one which, | undertake 
| to say, has never been questioned in the Supreme 
On the contrary, It 
_has been universally affirmed, and that is, that in 
| the construction of the laws of a State, the Su- 
| preme Court will defer to the decisions of the tri- 
| bunal of last resort in that State. That has been 
‘the decision of the Supreme Court universally, 
and | have known cases in which the judges have 
told me that they thought the decision of the 
courts of last resort in the States were wrong, but 


| Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman has not come to 





— a | 


Ge a ea, i ee | ae 





at | 
en- 
the 
rity 


t? 

ind 
the 
t of 


Ow 
gh 


52. 
00 
é. 
ith 
an 


1855. 





pecause they were the decisions of the courts of | 
iast resort, they were the law of those States. 
Well, now, how is it in regard to this matter? | 
By a law made by Virginia before the cession of \| 
ner territory, the Executive and Council of Vir- 
pina were made the tribunal of last Tesort, to de- | 
cide who was entitled to these land warrants, 
By the law of 1850 we provided for a review of 


the decisions of that tribunal; but for what reason? || 


The cunstruction given to the law by Judge Un- | 
jerwood, of Kentucky, in the letter which has | 
been reed by my colleague from the Richmond dis- | 
trict, (Mr. Casxte,] is precisely the understanding 
that | had at the time that law was passed, or | 
never could have voted for it. It was never in- | 
tended to authorize the Commissioner of the Land 

Ofice to go behind the decisions of the tribunal of 

iast resort in Virginia to reverse the principle upon | 
which those decisions were made, but only in case 

of manifest error or fraud on the part of individual | 


TH 





; : a = } 
been in the contemplation of the American Con- 
| gress to give to a subordinate officer in a Depart- 


ment here, the high privilege of reviewing and 
reversing the decisions of the executive and judici- 
ary departments of the State of Virginia. 

Mr. MILLSON. Wiil the gentleman from 
North Carolina yield me the floor for a few mo- 
ments? 

Mr. KERR. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON In confirmation of what my 
friend from North Carolina (Mr. Kerr] has just 
said, | say—and from my connection with the 
act, of which the present bill is designed to be a 


| legislative exposition, it may be incumbent on 
me to say—that it was I who, early in the last | 


Congress, introduced the bill providing for the sat- 
isfaction of outstanding Virginia land warrants. | 
called up the bill towards the close of the first ses- 
sion of that Congress. In the mean time | was 


informed that a bill would be introduced into the || 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


635 





great impatience manifested around me; but really, 
sir, | caunot help feeling a little sensitive at the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. Coss] just now made. 

Mr. COBB. I said nothing offensive, sir. 

Mr. KERR. Nothing personally offensive to 


_me particularly, more than to anybody else who 


honors old Virginia. I am not now a citizen of 
Virginia, but | am a native of that State. The 
idea of a gentleman on this floor talking about 
Virginia accepting a charity at the hands of this 
General Government, when she merely asked that 
the Government should pay thesoldiers who fought 
the battles of the revolutionary war—and pay 
them, too, out of a fund which she gave the Gov- 
ernment—why, sir, this is simply preposterous. 

Mr. COBB. Let meask the gentleman from 
North Carolina one question. I want to satisfy 
him. 

Mr. KERR. Not just now. Sir, Virginia gave 


claimants. We never contemplated that he was to || Senate by Judge Underwood, for the same object, | to the United States the fairest domain that was 
but differing, in some respects, from the bill which || ever given by one Government to another; and 
| had introduced. His bill, as | was told, pro- | whatever of charity has been done m the case, 


co behind the decisions of the tribunals of last 
resort in Virginia, and to undertake to say that | 
that tribunal had decided wrong on the principle. 
But if the individual entitled to the benefit on | 


posed to allow the Department of the Interior to 
revise the warrants to the extent of suppressing 


| was done by Virginia to this Government, and not 


by the Governmentto Virginia. How would this 


that principle, through fraud, or misrepresentation, || those, and those only, which could be ascertained || Government ever have met its obligations; how 


or anything else, was not the individual who was 
likely to reap its advantages, we were not only | 
willing, but anxious, that, to that extent, there | 
should be such a review. But, in this instance, | 
the Commissioner of the Land Office undertakes 
to say that such men as Giles, and Tazewell, and | 
McDowell, did not understand the laws of their 
own State, and that the principle which they set- | 
led was incorrect. ‘That was not the meaning of 
the law. Nobody can controvert that. 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I have not risen | 
with any view of detaining the House for any | 
length of time. On the contrary, 1 am particu- | 


promptly, as we have other measures of very 


great importance that we are anxious to bring be- || that was, as we all understand it, to allow the Sec- || now, and I repeat, that the act of 1852— 


fore the House before the day closes. 

But I desire to remark that the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee took very great care to ascertain what were | 
the views of the Commissioner of the Land Office | 
in regard to this measure. The honorable mem- | 
ber from Indiana, [Mr. Parnxer,] a member of that | 
committee, framed some interrogatories, and by | 
eo order of the committee they were transmitted | 


to that officer. He was respectfully requested to || the authorities of my native State, as that of allow- | 


furnish the committee with his views. e could | 
get no information from him. He was respect- 


and he has never done it. And now, when the 
bill is before the House, a gentleman rises in his | 
place and asks that the House will defer action 
until a subordinate officer in one of the Depart- 
ments here shall have time to lay his views before 
the House! Sir, what right has such an officer to | 
ask any such privilege? What right has he to | 


| 


fully called upon to answer the interrogatories, | to be revised by any one of the Departments at || 


to have been issued through the fraud of the claim- | 


ant, or which, by new evidence, might be discovered 
to be palpably unjust. Well, sir, regarding even 
that modification of my bill as, to some extent, an 
implied reflection upon the executive authorities 


decisions, which, at the time of the cession of the 
land by Virginia to the United States, it was agreed 
should be final and conclusive to the revision of 
any Department at Washington, I declined to ac- 
cede to it. Many of my colleagues were willing 
to do so; and | was, myself, finally persuaded to 


_ could itever have adjusted the debts which it owed 


at the close of the revolutionary war, if Virginia 
had not set the magnanimous example of giving to 
this Government her immense domain in order to 


) | enable it to do so? 
cf my State, and being unwilling to subject their | 


Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from North 


Carolina allow me to explain a word which I 


used ? 
Mr. KERR. Certainly. 
Mr. COBB. I stated that the act of 1852 was, 


| I couisidered, a charity to the State of Virginia, so 
| far as its provisions applied. | feel as much in- 


the ¢ acquiesce; but | was, I beiieve, the very last among || terest in Virginiaas any man. My father wasa 
larly anxious that this bill shall be disposed of | them who consented to agree to the bill in the || Virginian, and, though my mother was not, | am, 


| modified form in which it passed the Senate; and 


therefore, of Virginia stock. es I say 
am not 


retary of the Interior to withhold warraf’s only | going a sony that—was an act of charity. Now, 


in those cases where it was known that they were | why ? 
obtained through the fraud of the claimant, or | 


where, by the production of subsequent testimony, 
there was manifest error in their issue. 
| But! say for myself—and I speak the sentiments 
of all my colleagues—that I never would have 
consented toa measure implying such an insult to 


| ing their decisions upon subjects as to which they 
| were constituted the supreme judicial tribunal, 


| Washington, and of allowing these cases to be 
presented de novo, as original demands, to be 
adjudged here upon the production of evidence 
before the Department of the Interior. And when 
I was informed that that construction was put 
upon the law by the Department | ew at 
once, ‘*If that be so, why did not the Commis- 


come here and interfere with the regular proceed- || sioner enter, also, into the investigation of those 





ings of the House of Representatives? The Com- 
missioner of the Land Office has no right to be| 
heard here except when he is called upon especially 
for his views, and as he refused to answer the in- 


terrogatories of the Committee on the Judiciary, he || ma 


ought not now to expect that any further atten- 
ton will be paid to his wishes. 
Mr. COBB. I would inquire of the gentleman, | 


| claims which had been rejected by the authorities 
| of Virginia?” For, if the Department treat these 
| applications as original demands, then it may be 
‘| that the Commissioner of the Land Office here 
differ as much from the authorities of Vir- 
| ginia in allowing a claim which they rejected, as 
| in rejecting a claim which they allowed. 
| But, sir, the Department does not go to that 


whether the Commissioner of the Land Office has | extent. The cases rejected by Virginia are con- 


refused to answer those interrogatories? He 


told me this morning that he was anxious to | 


do so. 
Mr. KERR. I state again that the Committee 
on the Judiciary framed certain interrogatories, 


which were sent to him, with a request that he | 
would answer them. I state the additional fact, | 


that he has not answered them. 


Mr.COBB. Ah! that is a very different thing. || been rejected by Virginia. Of course no such | 
Mr. KERR. He promised to do it, and even | 


designated the time when he would do it, but he 
let that time pass by without doing it. 

Mr. EASTMAN. Has he done it since? 

Mr. KERR. He has not done it yet, although 
More than two weeks have elapsed. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the plainest case that I 
have ever had to consider. Everybody who had 
any connection with the framing or passage of 


this bill originally, entertains the opinion that the | 
Construction placed upon it by the Commissioner | 


of the Land Office is erroneous. Sir, the con- 
struction contended for by the Commissioner is 


absurd upon the face of it. It never could have |, luctant to protract the debate, for 1 see signs of | 


sidered as conclusively settied against the claim- 


| Virginia as to these. The Commissioner, or Sec- 
retary, takes the cases allowed vy the tribunals 
of Virginia, and excluding all those disallowed, 
treats those allowed cases as cases of original 
application. I do not complain that he does not 

|, receive the applications of those whose cases have 


|| applications have been made to him, and the act 
| of Congress does not provide for any such cases. 
But the very fact that tne act does not allow a 
|| revision of the cases rejected by Virginia, ought 
to have shown him that it never was the intention 
| of the law to have these cases examined de novo as 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


he object which I had in view 

Mr. KERR, (interrupting.) I did not yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Alabama for the pur- 

ose of allowing him to make another argument. 

Mr. COBB. I do not want to make another 
argument. I wish merely to explain the word 
** charity.’’ 

Mr. KERR. Oh, well; we do not want that 
| explained; for | suppose everybody here knows 
what it means. 

I suppose, sir, the fact is well known to every 
| gentleman in this House, who is informed on the 

subject, that the Government of the United States 
has already received into its Treasury some 
$100,000,000 as the proceeds of the sales of the 
| lanus which Virginia gave to the Government. 
| Then, sir, there is no earthly foundation for the 
| remark that Virginia has received this bill asa 
| charity; and, therefore, the remark is an unjust 
reflection which every native son of Virginia, who 
is true to the land of his birth, and is actuated by 
| the true spirit of her sons, will repel here or else- 
| where. In conclusion, sir, I demand the previous 
| question. 
Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman withdraw his 
| call for the previous question ? 

Mr. KERR. Yes; if you will renew it. 

Mr. MAY. I will do that. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman 





ants. There is no revision of the decisions of | from North Carolina if he will withdraw his call 


for the previous question, and yield me the floor 
for a moment? 
| Mr. KERR. I have already withdrawn the 
| demand for the previous question in favor of my 
| friend from Maryland, (Mr. May,]} who is to 
| renew it. 
Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to make an inquiry of 
| the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. MAY. That gentleman has withdrawn 
| the previous question, and yielded the floor to me 
| for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
‘from North Carolina withdrew the call for the 


| original applications. All he has to do is to see | previous question, but he has ne right to yield 


| that the warrants were fairly and justly issueu, 


him to dispute the correctness of any conclusion, 
either as to law or fact, if the decision was fairly 
en made. 

| 


according to the laws of Virginia, and it is not for | 


the floor. 

Mr. KERR. No. I did not withdraw the call 
for the previous question. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
| derstood that the ge:.tleman did withdraw the call 


r. KERR. One word more, sir. I feel re- | for the previous question. 


Mr. KERR. No, sir; 1 said that I would 
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withdraw itif the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Marj obtained the floor, and would renew the 
Call + 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I shal! cetain the 

Jlouse Luta very tew minutes with the remarks 
J desire to make, and | will then call the previous 
question, if the gentleman from North Carelina 
[Mv. Kean) desires. This vill ts one or very 
great intere.t Lamy constituents, as well as to the 
constituents of the gentleman from Virvinia, as 
my district comprises a poruon of the Virginia 
military land d.sirict inOhio, “The bill now under 
consideration ts one which, in my opinion, ought 
to pass this House without any delay. | was a 
member of Congress in 1852, when ibe bill passed 
making furcher provision for the satisfaction of 
Virginia land warrants. It was stated, in favor 
of the bill authorzing the issuing of land scrip, 
that four milion acres of land were reserved by 
Virginin when she ceded the Northwes‘ern Terri- 
wry, and that sixty thousand acres of very poor 
land reroatned, which is the only land in the Strate 
ot Oh.o that ia not yet surveyed; and that was 
not ct sufficient value to be taken up by any indi- 
vidual. | say this much for the benefit of my 
friend from Alabama, [Mr. Cops,] because that 
land stiilremains unsurveyed and unappropriated, 
and is not of sufficient value to justify the location 
of any warrants upon it, 

The object of this bill is, as T understand, to 
ennbie the Secretary of the Interior to carry into 
effect the intention of Congress in passing the bill 
of 1852. Ly this act, it seems to me, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior was required, where the war- 
rants were issued by the authority of the Governor 
and Executive Councilof Virginia, before he issued 
the warrants, to ascertain, by a revision of the 
proofs, and by additional tesumony, whether the 
warrants were properly issued—were fraudulent 
or not. Why, there is no Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, or public man at the seat of Government, 
whose time would permit him to make euch an 
investigation; nor would it be safe to confide it to 
any one individual connected with that Depart- 
ment. Congress, deeming it better in this matter, 
to rely upon the intelligent gentlemen who might 
fill the Executive chair of Virginia and the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the State, who had examined 
the applications for these warrants, and issu d 
them to such of her citizens as were deemed justly 
entitled to them, did not contemplate, bam sure, 
when they passed the act of 1852, that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior should go behind that proof to 
saurfy himself whether the parties receiving war- 
rants were properly entitled to them ornot. That 
law ie found to operate very hard vpon many 
honest holders of these warrants, who purchased 
them in good faith from the original helders. Let 
me state a cause: The original holder of one cf 
these warrants, for a thousand acres, given for 
services in the war of the Revolution, may have 
parted with it, and the party now holding it may 
have located it partially, from time to time, and 
may have exhausted seven hundred and fifty acres 
of it, if you please, but is unwilling to locate the 
remainder of it upon the refuse lands now left in 
the district. There are many such cases, 











7. - | 
The purchaser has sent his certificates of loca- 


tior of his warrant to the Land Office, and has re- 
ceived from the United States patents for seven 
hundred and fifty acres of land; but he is now 
required to go behind the original warrant and 
make proof for the balance of two hundred and 
fifty acres. Itis an absurd conclusion to draw, 
that the Congress of the United States, when they 
passed the act of August 31, 1852, intended that 
the Secretary of the Interior should go behind the 
ex mination required to be made by the Governor 
and Executive Council of Virgima, und the proof 
neccesary to be adduced before them, as to the 


THE CO 


identity of the parties and the honesty of the | 


claims, prior to the issue of the warrants. The 
bill now introduced is mtended as declaratory of 
the intention of Congress, and to do an act of 
great justice to the holders of these warrants. It 
epplies enly to those warrants issued prior to the 
Iss of March, 1852 The holdere of these war- 
rants, whether they be original holders or bona fide | 
he ders by purchise, wil have a mght, under the 

bill bef. re u-, vo surrender them, and the Secretary 

of the Interior may issue scrip for them by the 
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|| little land in the Virginia military land district to 


| he located by the holders of these warrants, and 
| teg the Llouse to unders‘and that they have 
not now the nmeht even to locate warrants upon 
these lands. They are deprived of them for want 
of addiuonal legislation, and cannot get scrip by 
the decision of the Secretary of the Iiterior; ard 
the object of this bi'l 1s simplv to give'the con- 
struction tothe act of 1852 tht Congress i itended 
itshould have. T earnestly trust, therefore, that 
the Elouse will no longer delay the passage of so 
just an act. In accordance with my promise, lt 
| renew the demand for the previous qnestion. 

‘Lhe previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question being first upon committing the 
billto the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, it was taken; and, upon division, 
there were—anyes forty-three; noes not counted. 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Cuincman and Reese 
were appointed. 

The question wes then taken; and the tellers 
reported—aves 57, noes 68; whereupon 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. FLAGLER. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not ag‘eed Lo. 

The question was then taken on the metion to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the stare of the Union, and resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 98; as follows: 


| YEAS—Meseres. JamesC. Allen, Reicher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Campbell, Carpenter, Chase, Clark. Cobb, John G. 
Davis, Thomas Davis, Dunham, 
Thomas D. Eliot. Flagler, Gidd ngs. Goodrich. Gondwin, 
Grow. Hamilton, Hastings. biaven. Hendricks, Weun. Ties 
ter, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones. Knox, Lilly. Me€u loch, 
| Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray. Noble, Norton, Packer, 
Penniigion. Pringle, Reese. Russell. age, Sapp, Skelton, 
Stratton Andrew Siuart, Tracy, Trout, Wade, and J'appan 
Went wornh—s0. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, 
Thomas TT Bayly, Ball. Barksdale, Barry, Benton. Bo 
cock, Beyce. B idges, Brni-tow, Bugg, Ca-kie, Chandler, 
Chrisman. Chogaan, Cook, Corwin. Cullom, Cutt ng, 
Dawson, Ellison, Farley, Paulkner. Flor nee, Frank in, 
Goode. Greenwood, Grey, Aaron Hartan, Audrew J. Har- 
lan, Hughes, Hunt, George W. Jones. J. Glanev Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Lamb, Latham, 
| Leteher, Lewis, Lindsley, McDougall. MeMullin. MeNair, 

Maurice, Maxwell, May. Mi son, Mornson Olds, Orr, 

Parker. Join Perkins, Phillips, Pratt. Ready. Richardson, 
| David Riteme, Robbins. Rogers, Ruffin, Sibin, Si word, 
| Seymour, ?@ennen, > haw. Shower, William Smith, Wil 
| hem R. mth, George W. Smyth, Sere, Predernck P. 
| Stanton. Richard Hf. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens Straub, 
| John Jd) Tay'or. Joon L. Tavtor, Nathaniel G Taylor. Up 
| bam, Wa'bridge, Witte, Daniel Bo Wright, Hendnck B. 
Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—93. 


So the motion to refer was not egreed to. 


The qusstioa then recurring upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed, and reed a tl ird time, it was 
pet, and decided in the effirmative; and the bill 


bing engrossed, it was subsequently read a third 
time. 


Mr STANTON, of Tennessee. 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was then ordered to be now put 


I demand the 


|.it was put; and decided in the effirmative. 
| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to re- 
consid+r the vote by which the bill was parsed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table, 
which lotter motion was agreed to. 
_ Mr. LAMB. I move the Elouse do now ad- 
ourn, 

Mr STANTON. [call for t«llers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerr and 
Mc Dovueact were appointed. 

Thequestion was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 43, noes 67—no quorum voting. ; 

Mr. KEITT. It is now necessary, I b: lieve, 
that a quorum should vote, as it is a mvution to 
adjourn. 





The SPEAKER. Less than a qnorum can | 


adjourn, but in this case the majority veted the 
other wav, that is, against an adj :urnment. 
| Mr. KEITT. 1 would inquire whether that 


c, ‘ 
Bastman, Ede rton, 





- - — ae 

Mr. HUNT. I ask that there bea new 
There is a quorum here. 

Mr. MAY. Me. Sceaker, Ewish to BAY toth 
Elouse that the Judiciary Commitiee have, a 
ibe ccrnmencement cf this session, been eneuo,4 
uncea ingly In preparing measures of public in, 
portance, and but thisstng!e day bas been ass, 
to the considerat on of them. There are somes 
them in the Committee of the Whole on the State of 
the Umion. Motions have been made to disecharys 
that committee from the further cons deration of 
such of them as are of most vital importan: € LO the 
execution of the laws, and the supporting of jh, 
authority of the Geveral Government. We hay 
been prevented from discharging the commits 
by asingle objection. The desire cf the Judiciary 
Committee is, that the House resolve itself into 
the Commit ee of the Whole on the state of it, 
Union, pass the bills to which I have referred, re. 
port them back to the Hlouse, and then put thm 
on their fina! passage. Unless we do this | fegp 
that the admrnistration of the laws will fail; and 
that is the ap'n on of the committee. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move that there be, 
call of the tlouse. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Task that there bea recount, 

Mr. MAXWELL. I would inquire wheiher 
to save time, the Liouse will not give its unari. 
mous consent that the Speaker, by counting the 
memb-r~ present, shall ascertain whether there jg 
a quorum in the Elall? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair iy 
satisfied that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Then I withdraw my 
motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. SOLLERS. Is a motion to adjourn jn 
order? 

The SPEAKER. No business having been 
transacted since the question was taken on the 
motion to adjourn, that motion is not now jn 


Count, 


| order. 


Mr. STRAUB. Mr. Speaker, [ rise to ask 
the unanimous consent of the House for leave to 


| have printed some remarks which f have written 


the Elouse and indirectly disposed of. 


out. They are upon a bill which has been be‘ore 


Action, at 
this lat» stage of the session, is demanded more 
than words, and it is for this reason that, instead 


| of consuming time in their delivery, | ask that my 


remarks may be printed. 
[Cries of ** Consent !’’} 


Mr. FLORENCE. On what subject are they: 
- STRAUB. They are on the subject of the 
tariff. 


The SPEAKER. Is leave granted to the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania to print his remarks? 


| The main question being ** Shall the bill pass?” 


| fact interferes with the business of the Elouse? | 


| because there may be a quorum here, though 


provisions of this act, without being required to | they have not voted. 


go into an examination of the original proofs | 


upon which the warrant issued. There is very || House. 


Mr. SERAUB. I move there be a call of the 


ou 


unanimons consent. 


| objection. 


There was no objection, and it was accordingly 
so ordered. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would inqnire of 
the Chair whether, if the [Iouse do now adjourn, 
the business of the Judiciary Committee does not 


/come up in the morning as the unfinished busi- 


ness? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 
that it does not. 

Mr. TAYLOR. In my opinion, then, the 
Elouse oncht not to adjourn at this time. 

Mr. PRINGLE. Suppose we, by unanimous 
consent, agree to take up, to-morrow, the business 
of the Committee on the Judiciary that is still 
unacted on. 


The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 


I do net think there will be 
Let us do it. 

Mr. DAVIS. of Rhode Island. I object. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Perhaps the 
House will consent to cet apart Saturday next for 
the consideration of the business of the Judiciary 
Committee. 


[Cries of ** Consent!’ ** No!”’ ** Adjourn !”’] 


BOARD OF CLAIMS. 


Mr JONES, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
I hold in my hand the tilt from the Senate, com- 
monly called the bill for the establishment of & 
board of claims, which I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report back to the EIouse with 
someamendments. The commit:ee recomment its 
passage. What | now want is, inasmuch as |t 
is a very important measure, that a day may be 
set apart for its consideration, some day on the 
Private Calendar. In the mean time, with unenl- 
mous consent, | will report it, and ask that, with 


Mr. PRINGLE. 
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the amend 


Iments of the committee, | it be ordered to | 


1! 


he pr nted for the information of members. 
would suggest that next Saturday a week ve fixed | 
gs tue day on which it suall come up for consid- 
eration and aetion, te | 

Mr. CRAIGE. I have no objection to the bill 
be , ordered to be printed, but Ldo object to it 
\ ¢ made a specal order. 

“n — AKER. Is there ol jection to the gen- 
tlemal eporuing 


og MeQUEEN. Mr. Speaker. I o! ject to 


making this bill a special order. We have made 


it fur reference and having it 


too many special orders already, for private claims | 


and speliauions. With a majority of nearly sev- 
enty (emocrats in this House, we have consumed 
the me of the session in voting claims and spo- 
i,rions for millions and millions of dollars. We 
have time enough to vote five millions and six 
millions, and any number of thousands ot dollars 
for dividuals or classes; but, with a surplus of 
eome twenty-four millions of doliars in the T) eas- 
yry, unjustly wrung from the pockets of the 
peal: —a fact without a parallel in this or any 
piper country —when the su! ject of reducing the 
f is proposed we have no Democratic majority 

sent to take it up, or ime to devote one day 
iy he consideration of this most important subject 
sihe people who, tn fact, support this Govern. 
Weare too busily engaged in pouring out 

a eae to pause a moment to take off 
y just taxes from the people whom we represent; 
we huve no Democratic party to doit. The people 
gecon paper Democratic platiorms and promises, 
jut vo action by this body to relieve them from an 
urjustand unuecessary tariff, the single plank left 
fie old Democratic platform, even for a profes- 
sion of sincerity by the party. 

| therefore not only object to making this bill 
a special order, but will object to every other 
sition of the kind during the remainder of 

ssion, unless the taiiff be reduced. The 

peo le are ut justly taxed, and the first duty of 

: body should be to relieve them. ° 

“th ave no objection that the honorable gentle- 
men report his b Ul. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
tothe reporting and ordering the bill and amend- 
ments to be printed ? 

Mt. M«QUEEN. 
being made a special order. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman, that 
oneof the main objects of the bill which I wish 
to bring to the attention of this body is, to save 
(he time now consumed in private business for the 
consideration of that of public importance. ‘There 
isone faet | will mention 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 move that the House do 
now adjourn 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 

eporting, reference, and printing of the bill and 
amendments ? 

Mr, SEWARD. 
order? 

rheSPEAKER. The gentleman is not entitled 
tothe floor. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
istipon it,and making a proposition to the House, 

Mr. JONES. I do not wish to report the bill, 
sincethe [louse refused to fix a day for its con- 
sidération, 

Mr. SEWARD. 
proposition. 

Mr. JONES. I have the floor, and ask the 
ailention of the Flouse to what I propose. 

The SPEAKER, Oi jection being made, the 
£entleman’s proposition cannot be received. 

Mr. SEWARD. To accommodate gentlemen 
tround me, 1 withdraw both my objection and 
My motion to acjourn. 

Mr. SOLLERS. I renew the motion to ad- 
jOurn, 

Mr. MAY. 
to give the Judiciary Committee one other day. 
Bay Saturday next, for the purpose of disposing 
of the business which it has reported 

[Cries of Obj ect!’’ ** Order! a 

The SPEA KER. The gentleman from Mary- 
ond is net in order. 

Whether there is objection to the gentleman from 
“uae reporting the bill which he hes indi- 

t ¢ e 

Mr. JONES. Let me state my proposition. I 


a understood as to the request which | 
axe 


ta! 


ment 


nrope 


nis 





Is my motion to adjourn in 


I object to the gentleman’s 





I only object to the bill | 


If it be the pleasure of the Flonse | 





The Chair will again ask || 
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would fix a day for the weclal eoniidnealins of | joint eatitetion. I shall consent to let it go on the 


the bil That was objected to. As a friend of 
the Lill, T cannot consistently agree to its going 
out of my hands; and all | now ask is that i may 
be ordered to be printed, so as to show the amend- 

ments of the C ommittee of C'aims, and laid upon 
the desks of members. ‘This can be done with- 

out delay or Injury ta anybedy. 

{Cries of “Agreed !"? © Agreed !""] 

Mr. ORR. ‘The proper motion, I suppose, 
would be that the bi!l and amendments be ordered 
to be printed, and then recommitted to the Com- 
mittee cf Claims. 

Mr. JONES. Ithought I had made myself un- 
derstood. What I asked was, that the bill might 
be reported, printed, and re referred to the Com- 
mi'tee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Then, if there be 
no objection, the bill will be so disposed of, with 


the understanding, as the Chair supposes, that no 


motion to reconsider shall be made. 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

a here being no objec _— it was so ordered. 

STANTON, of Tennessee. 

ey ikecicaainn of 7 cs to the fact that there 
are several Inils upon the Calendar in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, reported 
from our committee, Which it is important should 
be passed. Butas the lLiouse seems indisposed to 
remain here longer now, | ask their consent that 
we take a recess and meet efain at some hour this 
evening. 

[Cries of “No!” ** No!” and * Object! ’’] 

Mr.STANTON. Then I move thatthe House 
resolve itself into 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr.CRAIGE. I move that the House do now 
| adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. 
motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stanton, of 
Tennesser, and Princie, were appointed. 

The question was takeu; and the tellers reported 
| ayes £9, noes 53. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
And thereupon, at four o’clock, p. m. 
| adjourned until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I demand tellers upon the 
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| ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 








| session of Congress, a joint resolution ex planator 
| of an act entitled “* An act for the relief of Abigail 
| Stefford,’? was considered by the Senate, and 
| rejected, I submitted a motion for the reconsider- 
ation of that vote, and that motion has been lying 
| on the table ever since | ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to allow it to be taken up this 
morning. 


the Committee of the Whole | 


I desire to | 


, the House | 


| 
| 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, during the last | 


The PRESIDENT. To-day having been set 


| apart for the consideration of private business only, 
= that motion not being the first Lusiness in 
| order, it requires unanimous consent to consider 
| itnow,. 

| Mr. BROWN. I simply wish to have the mo- 
tion acted on, so that the bill may take its place 
on the Calendar, and be disposed of in its order. 

Mr. WADE. 1 endeavored to obtain the floor 
for the purpose of moving that we proceed to-day 
to the consideration of such bills as are not ob- 
| jected to. 
| The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
| Ohio ot ject to the motion of the Senator from 
| Mississioni? 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to have the motion to 
| recons der agreed to, and then let the joint resolu- 
tion take its pluce on the Calendar. We shall 
; hever get to it unless we agree to that course. 

| Mr. WADE. 

| motion. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to entertaining the motion cf the Senator 
| 10m Mississippi. The question, then, will be on 
reconsidering the vote by which the Senate rejected 


I do not ol ject to the Senator’s | 


| the jrint resolution explanatory of an act entitled 


| ** An act for the celief of Abigail Stafford.’ 
Mr. BROWN. In the present state of the 


Ny first proposition was that the House i business of the Senate, if they will reconsider the | 


Culenday and take its place there. 


The motion to reconswer was agreed to; 
the bul was placed on the Celendar. 


and 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


Mr. WADE. I now move that to-day be de- 
voted to the consideratiun of such private bills as 
are not of je cre ! ta, 

The PRESIDENT It requires unanimous 
consent to avree to that motion. 

Mr. WELLER. The first business in order 
this morning properly, is the motion to reconsider 
the vote on the bill for the relief of the claimants 
of the private armed brig General Armstrong. I| 
believe the Senate are ready to dispose of that 
case finally this morning. I have no ol jection to 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, if the Sen- 
ate will proceed at once to dispose of the bill to 
which I have referred, 

The PRESIDENT. 
in order. 

Mr GWIN. I hope my colleague will aliow 
that bill to go over for an hour or two in order to 
give us an opportunity of getting rid of bills to 
which there is no objection. Some of them have 
been on the Calendar for a very long time ond 
ouvht to be disposed of. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think there will be no fur- 
ther debate on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr.GWIN. We cannot step the debate, but 
we con probably get through with those bills to 
which th-re is no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the bill which is first in 
order leads to any debate, it can go over; but [ 
think the Senate is ready to vote on the reconsid- 
eration of it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will say to the Senator 
from Calitorma (Mr. Gwin] that | do not think 
there is a disposition on the part of the friends of 
the bill for the relief of the claimants of the brig 
General Armstrong, to debate it further. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator frem Onto to limit his motion to two o’clock, 
and then allow the Armstrong case to come up at 
that hour. | think we can agrce to devote from 
this time until two o’clock for the consideraton of 
private bills, which will give rise to no debate, 
and to which there is no objection. 

Mr. WADE. Asa member of the Conimittee 
on Claims, itis within my knowledge that a great 
many private bills have been reported, to which 
there is no objection, and the justice of which is 
apparent to everybody. Justice has been with- 
held from the parties for whose benefit those bills 
are intended, and they have been compelled to 
await the decision of controverted claims, the pro- 
priety of which the Senate have not been able to 
decide. This seems to meto be wrong. It will 
answer my purpose to have an order made that 
these claims be disposed of, to which there is no 
objection, and then I am ready to take up any 
other case. 

Mr. SLIDELL. AsTI had the honor of report- 
ing, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the bill for the relief of the claimants of the brig 
General Armstrong, I feel that | am authorized to 
make a pledge to the Senate, that those who are 
friendly to the passage of that bill will not occupy 
any time in the discussion. 

Mr. CLAY. | trust the motion of the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio will prevail; and I hope 
that, in order to secure unanimity in the support 
of that proposition, he will accede to the compro- 
mise suggested on this side of the Chamber, and 
limit his motion untiltwoo’clock. I voted against 
the bill which the Senator from Louisiana wishes 
to take up, and | shall vote against it again; but 
I do think it has had its full share of the time 
of the Senate. During the last session it was 
rejected after a long debate. Ithas been reconsid- 
ered, and during the present session, day after day 
has been devoted to it, to the exclusion of other 
business; although, it is certainly known to the 
friends of that bill that, even its passage here w ill 
avail nothing, as it cannot be reached in the [louse 
of Representatives during the present session, 

Mr. WADE. 1 will modify my moticn in 
conformity with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, in order that we may proceed 
to business. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent to introduce the motion made by the Sen- 
.ator from Ohio. Is there objection? 


That is the first business 
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Mr. WELLER. I can only consent to it upon 
condition that, at two o’clock the Senate will 
come back to the regular order of business. 

Mr. CLAY, and others. That is the under- 
standing. 

Mr. WELLER. If that be the distinct under- 
standing, of course [ have no objection. 

‘The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from 
Ohio please state his motion again, so that there 
may be no misunderstanding. 

Mr. WADE. My motion, as modified on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, is, 
that we proceed, until two o’clock, to the consider- 
ation of such bills as are not objected to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest that that motion be 
confined to House bills. [** No!” ** No!”’} It 
really would be very useless, I think, for us to pass 
what are considered unopposed bills here now, and 
send them to the House. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object 
to that motion? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will not object to it, if the 
Senate desires it. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the Chair under- 
stands the Senate as unanimously consenting to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Ordered, That on and after Monday next, the daily hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be eleven o’clock, a. m. 


TAMPICO VOLUNTEERS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 


ceeded to consider the bill for the relief of the 
Tampico volunteers. 


It proposes to recognize the companies of vol- 


unteers called into service by Colonel William 
Gates, by his order, dated Tampico, February 
25, 1847, and known as Tampico volunteers, as 
having been in the military service of the United 
States, in the years 1847 and 1848, and to direct 
the proper accountng officers of the Treasury to 
audit and pay the accounts of the officers and men 
constituting the companies, in accordance with the 
established regulations of the Department. 
During the Mexican war, on the 29 h February, 
1847, Colonel Gates, by special order No. 7, di- 
rected Major Morris to enroll and organize all the 
ciuzens of Tampico, Mexico, into companies of 
fifty men each, selecting the officers, to be ap- 
proved of by the commanding officer. In obedi- 
ence to this order, Major Morris organized four 
companies, celled the Tampico volunteers, who 
served as such about twelve months, for which 
service they have never been paid. In thesimilar 
cases.of the Louisiana troops called out by Gen- 
eral Gaines, and of the Texas mounted men called 
out by Colonel Curtiss, at Camargo, Congress 
made especial appropriations for their payment. 
The committee consider the Tampico volunteers 
equally entitled tocompensation for their services. 
The bill was objected to, and was passed over. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTINUANCE OF HALF-PAY. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair finds on the 


Private Calendar a bill **in addition to an act 
entitled ‘An act to continue half-pay to certain 
widows and orphans.’’’ In the opinion of the 
Chair, however, it is not a private bill. 

Mr. STUART, and others. It isa private bill. 

The PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senate consider ita 
private bill, 1 will be acted on. 

{t proposes to enact that, if any commissioned, 
non-commissioned officer, musician, or private in 
the Army of the United States, has died since the 
war of 1812, or shall hereafter die in the service 
of the United States, by reason of a wound re- 
ceived, or a disease contracted in the service, in 
the line of duty, and shall have left, or shall here- 
after leave, a widow, or, if no widow, a child or 
children under sixteen years of age, such widow, 
or, if no widow, such child or children shall be 
entitled to receive half the monthly pay to which 
persone of the same grade of the deceased officer 
or soldier belonging to the infantry of the Army 
are entitled to receive, for the term of five years, 
to commence, in each case, on the day when the 
evidence therein is completed. In case of the 
deuth or marriage of the widow, before the ex- 
pirauon of five years, the half-pay for the 


| well, with about one mile front on the west bank | 


| part of the United States. 


| grant, made a donation of forty acres of the land 


| Academy, in the parish of Caldwell, for a semi- 


| academy organized, and has now been in success- 


remainder of the term is to be paid to the child or 
children of the deceased officer or soldier, under 
the age of sixteen years; but, in all cases it is to 
cease when the child or children shallarrive at the 
age of sixteen years, or shall become extinct. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that this is | 
not a private bill, but it is a bill making a general 
provision, It does not relate to a single indi- | 
vidual. 

The PRESIDENT. Clearly not, and so the 
Chair decided; but, as the Senate seemed to think | 
otherwise, he laid the bill before them. 

Mr. CLAY. I would suggest to the Senator | 
from Delaware, that it will dispense with any | 
action on fifty or one hundred cases presented to | 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Alabama is 
correct in that. A number of cases, perhaps eight | 
or nine, have been referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and they have classified them together, 
and put them into this bill. After all, it amounts 
to the same thing as passing separate bills for 
those entitled to the benefits of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 
Delaware object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not object to its consid- | 
eration if the Senate decide that it is a private bill; 
but I wish the decision of that question. I say” 
this is a bill altering the general provisions of a 
law. This is private bill day, and I think we | 
ought to adhere to our own rules. I raise the 

uestion of order. 

The PRESIDENT. I have decided that, in my 
opinion, it is not a private bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to consider the bill at this | 
time. Jt embraces nothing but private cases. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It may as well go over. | 
I object to it, as it seems likely to lead to debate. | 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the 
bill must go over. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The Senator from | 
Maine withdraws his objection. 

The PRESIDENT. Then some Senator must 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, as the 
Chair decides that it is not a private bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I must object. Let us pro- 
ceed in the order which has been designated. 


PINE GROVE ACADEMY. 


The next bill was one for the relief of the Pine 
Grove Academy, in Louisiana; which the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the | 
Whole. 


it proposes to confirm the president, directors, 





and trustees of the Pine Grove Academy, in the | 


arish of Caldwell, Louisiana, in their title to the 
lot of forty acres of land on which the academy 
i3 situated, near Columbia, donated to them by.) 
Iiyams, Chew, and McCoy, claiming under the 
Maison Rouge grant, in 1839; and also, in their 
ue to atract of land in the same parish of Cald- 


of the Ouachita river, and running west between | 
five and six miles, and known as lot No. 23, in 
the flat No. 1, of the Maison Rouge grant, sur- 
veyed by John Dinsmore, a deputy surveyor of | 
the United States, containing about four thousand 
acres, donated to them by Daniel W. Coxe, one | 
of the claimants of the grant, in 1839; but this is 
to amount only to a relinquishment of title on the 


In 1839, when the title to the Maison Rouge 
grant, in Louisiana, was in dispute between the 
Government and claimants, though the general 
opinion was that their title was good, and it had 
been so decided by some of the State courts and 





| the circuit court of the United States, Messrs. | 


Haymes, Chew, and McCoy, claiming under the 


in their grant to the trustees of the Pine Grove 


nary of learning. On this lot of land a large brick 
house and other buildings were erected, and the 


ful operation for several years, and still is so. 


| About the same time, D. W. Coxe, one of the || 


largest claimants of the grant, made a donation of || 
another lot of land near the academy, containing || 
about four thousand acres. This land is what is || 
called Pine Hills; poor, and so broken by high | 
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situation, and one convenient for an academy, 


___ February 9, 


1851, the Supreme Court decided that the Melos. 


touge grant was invalid, and that the land be. 
longed to the United States. The Legislature of 
Louisiana requests that the academy may be con. 
firmed in their title to these lands, as donated . 
them by the claimants under the grant. Ag the 
land is of little value, but important to the cause 
of education, in support of which the State has 
expended, and is still expending, large sums of 
money, especially as it has been long in the pos. 
session and use of the academy, which would in 
severely injured, or perhaps broken up, by beine 
deprived of it at this time, the committee are of 
Opinion that the grant ought to be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fo, & 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE M. FARNUM. 


The bill for the relief of George M. Farnum, 


/commercial agent at Port Louis, was read the 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill proposes to appropriate $7,854 50, to 
enable the Secretary of State to pay to Biythe & 
Co., of Port Louis, in the Island of Mauritius, the 
amount of two bills of exchange drawn upon the 
Department of State by George M. Farnum, com- 
mercial agent, in payment of the expenses incurred 
in relieving destitute American citizens, which 
drafts were cashed by Blythe & Co. 

The United States bark Peytona, Oliver Nye 
Jenkins, master, sailed from New York on the 
9h of February, 1853, for Melbourne, in Aus. 
tralia, having on board one hundred and thirty- 
five passengers. After a series of disasters, and 
having putinto Bahia and the Cape of Good Hope 
for supplies, the Peytona arrived at Port Louis, 
in the Mauritius, in the months of July and Au- 
gust, in distress. A course of vexatious legal 
proceedings were here instituted against Captain 
Jenkins and his vessel by some of the passengers 
and thecrew, which ended in the abandonment and 
sale of the Peytona. The crew, and such of the 


_ passengers as were destitute of resources, were 


thus thrown upon the hands of Mr. Farnum, the 
commercial agent of the United States at Port 
Louis. The seamen were relieved by him, and 
sent from the island as opportunities presented 


| themselves; and the destitute passengers, being 


American citizens, to the number of sixty-four, 
were placed on buard the British bark Harpooner, 
bound to Port Philip, in Australia. 

To defray the expenses thus incurred, Mr. 
Farnum drew two bills on the Department of State, 
bearing date December 24, 1853, amounting to- 
gether to $7,854 5U, which were cashed by Messrs. 
Blythe & Co., English merchants at Port Louis. 
These biils could not be paid at the Department, 
the expenditure not having been made for desti- 
tute seamen, for whom alone the law provides. 
But, as the case appears to have been one of ex- 
treme hardship and undoubted distress, the com- 
mittee are unanimously of opinion that Mr. Far- 


| num was justified in assuming the responsibility 


of relieving them.- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 4 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 


MICHAEL HANSON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill for the relief of Mi- 
chaet Hanson. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Michael Hanson upon 
the roll of invalid naval pensioners, at the rate of 
six dollars per month, commencing January |, 
1846. 

Hanson has been in the naval service of the 
United States twenty-one years; and has, during 
that period, sustained a good reputation for cor- 
rect habits and for efficiency and fidelity as a sea- 
man. He is now old and poor, and suffering 
under injuries received while on board the frigate 
United States, under the command of Commander 
Williamson, in 1837. The injury was a rupture 
of the groin, and is fully established by proof 
derived from the surgeon and other officers of the 
ship. The extent of his present disability is shown 
to be one half. A bill for hisrelief first passed the 


J hills as to be of little value; but it is in a healthy || Senate in 1846, and in view of the long delay, the 
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~, the Ist of January of that year. 

” The bill was reported to the Senate without 
smendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
vpird reading. It was read the third time and 
passed. 

. PETER AMEY. 

The bill for the relief of Peter Amey (colored 
man) was read a second time, and considered as 
- Committee of the Whole. 
|t proposes to direct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Peter Amey upon the 
ist of invalid pensioners of the Navy, at the rate 
of ninety-six dollars per annum, from January 1, 
jx50, to continue during his natural life. 

The petiioner, who is a colored man, and now 
about seventy years of age, represents that he was 
a seamen on board the whaleship Barclay, which 
was captured in March, 1813, by thé Spanish 

rivateer Catella, off Coquimbo; that he remained 
on board the Catella about ten days, when she 
was captured by the United States frigate Essex, 
Captain David Porter. He was then, among the 
other American prisoners recaptured from the 
Catella, transferred by Captain Porter to the 
Essex, and regularly entered as a seaman on 
board the frigate, and continued to serve as such 
until she was captured by the British vessels of 
war Phebe and Cherub, in the harbor of Val- 
paraiso, in the spring of the year 1814. He 
escaped injury until near the close of the engage- 
ment, when he was wounded in the side to the 
depth of about two inches, by splinters, which 
were drawn from his side by his messmates. He 
reported himself to the surgeon, but found that 
oficer and his aids engaged in attending so many, 
nore severely wounded, that he withdrew himself 
from notice. After the engagement he returned 
to the United States, together with about two 
hundred of the crew and several of the officers 
of the frigate Essex, in the Essex Junior, Lieu- 
tenant Downs commanding. He states that he 
has, from the date of his wounds to the present 
time, suffered much pain and inconvenience from 
them, and has been altogether disabled from hard 
labor. He has never received anything from the 
Government in the nature of a pension, and 
though once entitled to a pension by general 
statute, he is now debarred, through his own 
neglect, by a mere lapse of time. He is now aged 
and needy, and can iil afford to yield anything to 
which he is equitably entitled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 


i 


FRIENDLY CREEKS. 


The PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is a bill for the relief of the chiefs, headmen, 
and warriors of the friendly Creek Indians, en- 
gaged in the war of 1814. . 
Mr. CLAY. I make the point of order that 
that is not a private bill. 

The PRESIDENT. 
of private individuals. 

Mr. CLAY. So was the one which was ob- 
jected to by the Senator from Delaware, {Mr. 
Bayarp,] and passed over. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object ? 

Mr.CLAY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


ABRAHAM CUTTER. 


It is a bill for the relief 


The bill for the relief of Abraham Cutter was | 


read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


lt proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 


in & company of Canadian volunteers, serving 
with the Army of the United States in the late 
war with Great Britain, upon the roll of invalid 
Pensioners, and pay to him, during the continuance 
of his disability, fifteen dollars per month, to com- 
mence on the first of June, 1854. 

The petitioner was second lieutenant in a com- 
pany of Canadian volunteers, serving in the United 
States Army in the war of 1812-°15, and served a 
Ereater portion of the war, incurring heavy pecu- 
hiary losses in consequence of his abandonment 
of property in Canada. In consequence of illness, 
induced by exposure and hardship in the service, 
his constitution became so shattered and his gen- 


eral health so poor that he was compelled to retire || confirmation, but in consideration that they have || 
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committee recommend the pension to commence | from the service in January, 1815. Since that 


| time he has been disabled from obtaining a liveli- 


hood in consequence of the diseases contracted in 


the service. He therefore prays to be allowed a 
pension. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


; amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. It was read the third time, and 


_ passed. 


COMMODORE PARKER. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 


relief of Commodore Foxhall A. Surker, of the 
United States Navy. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to settle, upon 
the principles of equity, the accounts of Commo- 
dore Parker, for expenses necessarily incurred by 
him in the execution of orders from the Secretary 
of the Navy, to receive on board of the United 
States ship Brandywine, then under his command, 


| the commissioner and other persons belonging to 


the American mission to the Emperor of China, 


and to give them a passage to that country; and 
also for expenses incurred during their residence 


on board of the ship after her arrival there; but no 
allowance is to be made to him, except such as 
may be considered reasonable and just by the 
Secretary of the Navy; and in no event is the 
entire amount of allowances to exceed $8,000. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 


| passed. 


| third reading. 


GEORGE W. HARRIS. 

The bill for the relief of George W. Harris was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It will secure the copy-right to the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth volumes of the Pennsyl- 
vania State Reports, to George W. Harris, the 
author thereof, as fully as if the acts of Congress 
having relation thereto had been strictly complied 
with, in the manner and at the times provided 
for in the acts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
It was read the third time, and 


| passed. 


- 


WILLIAM TURVIN. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Turvin, deceased, was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

By the bill the heirs of William Turvin will be 
authorized to locate, freeof cost, nine hundred and 
sixty arpens of land, or as near thereto as can be 
done, not exceeding that quantity, (according to 
the legal subdivisions, on any of the public lands 
of the United States subject to entry at private 
sale,) in full for the claim of their father, to a 


|| tract of land lying on the east side of the Mobile 


river, and west of the Bayou Pascual, under a 


grant from the Spanish Government, and which | 


was recommended for confirmation in the report 
of the register and receiver of the land office for 
the district of St. Stephens. 

Mr. WALKER. | ask if this case has ever 
been before the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. PETTIT. There is'a report from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims accompany- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. WALKER. Let it be read. 

The report was read, and it appeared that James 
Conway, executor of William Turvin, on the 
19th June, 1813, filed before the commissioner of 
land claims, east of Pearl river, a claim in favor 


_of Turvin for nine hundred and sixty arpens of 
to place the name of Cutter, a second lieutenant || 


land, and, after proving title from the Spanish 
Government, he failed to prove inhabitation and 


cultivation, and the cormmissioner, therefore, re- 
fusel to confirm the claim. The heirs of Turvin 


renewed their claim under the act of Congress, 
approved March 2, 1829, before the register and 


_ receiver of the land office of the district of St. 
| Stephens, and in addition to a regular title from 


the Spanish Government, they also proved inhab- 


| itation and cultivation, and they recommended the 


same for confirmation. Theland was disposed of 
by the Government of the United States, and is 
now in possession of third parties. The commit- 
tee are of opinion that the heirs of Turvin were 
justly entitled to the lands so recommended for 
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been disposed of, they report the bill authorizing 
the heirs or legal representatives to locate ar; equal 
quantity of land on any of the public lands of the 
United States, subject to entry at private sale, 

Mr. WALKER. Is the privilege of location 
confined to any particular State? {t does not 
appear from the bill. 

Mr. STUART. It is not limites. 

The PRESIDENT. The biii gives the richt to 
enter on ** any public lands of the United States 
subject to entry at private sale.”’ 

Mr. WALKER. ‘That is rather extensive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 


LIEUTENANT W. D. PORTER. 


The bill for the relief of Lieutenant W. D. Por- 
ter was read a second time,and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Lieutenant Porter $1,848 61, being 
for so much money expended by him for expen- 
ses incurred in bringing Amin Bey, of the Turk- 
ish navy, and his attendants, to the United States, 
in 1850, at the request of the ininister resident of 
the United States at Constantinople. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 





estes 


JACQUES MOULON. 

The bill for the relief of the assignees or legal 
representatives of Jacques Moulon, was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It authorizes the assignees or legal represent- 
atives of Jacques Moulon to enter, at the mini- 
mum price, the land embraced in fractional sec- 
tions one and two, township fifteen south, and 
range ten east, southwest district of Louisiana, 
without prejudice to any valid existing right in 
others. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was read the third time and 
passed. 

NANCY D. HOLKER. 

The bill for the relief of Nancy D. Holker, 
widow and administratrix of John Holker, de- 
ceased, was read a second time,and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes lo require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay her $11,076 18, the amount due her 
late husband, as appears vy the books in the Treas- 
ury Department. 

The Hon. John Holker, the husband of the 
memorialist, had been engaged during the early 
part of the revolutionary war in furnishing Con- 
gress with flour and other provisions necessary 
for the support of the Army. The accounts be- 
tween him and the Government having been 
adjusted, there was either due to him for provis- 
ions furnished, or were in his hands on the ]5th 
day of April, 1780, in the currency of Congress of 
its ** old emissions,’’ the sum of $443,047, and on 
the same day this sum was entered to his credit 
on the books of the Treasury, by Michael Hille- 
gas, Treasurer of the United States, to await, as 
stated in the entry, ‘‘the determination of the 
propriety of this credit in Continental currency, 
and at what rate of exchange.”’ 

At a later period, Congress having fixed the rate 
of exchange between Continental currency of 
various issues, and gold and silver, the propriety 
of the credit was determined by the Treasurer, 
and from the books ot the Treasury it appears 
that the amount due to Holker on the 15th of 
April, 1780, was $443,047, and that on the 25th 
of August, 1787, his account was transferred 
to the ledger, and that sum placed finally to his 
credit; and the register of the Treasury certifies 
that that sum having been entered to the credit of 
Holker, remains to his credit, there being no 
amount entered to his debit. 

The claimant, in her memorial, speaks of the 
amount due to her husband asa loan; but. the 
committee see no hing to induce them ‘o believe 
that the money was received by Congress either 
as a loan or on any specific contract which would 
entitle her to receive more than the current worth 
of Continental money at the time it was received at 
the Treasury, and placed to her husband's credit, 
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Py reference tothe journals ofthe old Congress, 


it appears thatin 1780, at the time the sum was 
credited to Holker on the books of the Treasury, 
Coutinental money was worth, tn gold or silver, 
but two and @ half per cent., or twenty-five dol- 
lare per thousand. At this rate, Cong:ess wae 
indelned to Mr. Holker on the 15:h of Apri, 
1740, according to the certificate of the register of 
the Treasury, based on the resolution of Con- 
greas, in the sum of $11,076 1%, for the payment 
of which the committee herewith report the bill. 
The bill was reported to Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading. It was read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL M KNIGHT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider Llouse bill for the relief of 
Samuel MciCnight, of the State of Kentucky. 

le directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Samuel McKXnight, of the State of 
Kentucky, on the list of invalid pensioners of the 
United States, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commence on the Ist of January, 1853, 
and to continue during his natural life. 

On the 24th of April, 1847, the petitioner enlisted 
in company B, of the sixteenth regiment of in- 
fantry, in the Army of the United Siates, toserve 
during the war with Mexico, and was honorably 
discharged at the clove of the war. Whilst he was 
in the service in the line of his duty, near Monte- 
rey, in Mexico, his eyes became diseased; this dis- 

ease was caused by the climate and the hardshi;is 
of service, and not by any fault on his part. The 
disease has constantly been growing worse, and 
he is now almost blind. The committee are well 
satisfied that his eyes cannot be cured, but that in 
a short time he will be entirely blind. These facts 
are established by the testimony of two surgeons 
of the State of Kentucky, and by the testimony 
of the captain and lieutenant of the company in 
which he served. Tleis a stone-mason, but has 
not been able to labor at his business since his 
return from Mexico. His money has been ex- 
pended in securing surgical treatment for his eyes. 
Lie is now wholly disabled, and destitute. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WALLACE. 

The Senate next considered, as in Committee of 
the Whole, House bill for the relief of William 
Wallace, of lilinois. 

{t proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
nor to place the name of Wi'liam Wallace on the 
list of invalid pensioners, at the rate of six dollars 


per month, from March 4, 1854, and to continue | 


during his natural life. 


Wallace served as a corporal in Captain Whit- 


ing’s company, of the twenty-third reeiment of 
infantry, from the 26h of February, 1813, during 
the war-of 1812; on the 25th of July, 1814. at 
the battle of Bridgewater, he was wounded in his 
left thigh, by a musket shot; he was carried from 
the field and remained in the hospital for several 
months; the ball was nottaken from the wound, 
but remains in the limb at this time, and the in- 
jury has within a few years so increased, as three 


fourths to disable him from obtainn g his subsist- 


ence by manual labor. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third ume, and passed. 


WILLIAM RICH. 


The bill for the relief of William Rich, was read 


a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 


Jts object isto direct the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury to pay to William Rich, late United, States 


secretary of legation in Mexico, $830, the differ- | 


% 


ence between the compensation allowed to a sec- 
retary of legation and that toa chargé d’affaires, 
for the period during which he acted in the latter 
capacity. 

Mr. Rich was appointed secretary of legation 
under the Hon. Robert P. Letcher, United States 
Minister to Mexico. From the departure of Mr. 
Letcher, on the 2] August, 1€52, to the preventa- 
tion of his credentials by Mr. Conkling, on the 
30th November ensuing, he acted as chargé d’af- 
faires of the United States; for that period—:hree 
months and thirty days—he only received the 
compensation of a secretary of legation, and now 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


asks that he may be allowed the difference hetween | 


| 


the compensation of a secretary of legation and | 


that of achareé d*% ffaires. ft has been usual to 
make suc’) allowances in similar cases 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed tor a third 
reading, read the third time, aid passed. 


JOHN P. BROWN. 


The bill for the relief of John P. Brown was 
read a second time, aod considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the paymentto Mr. Brown 
of $2. 116 12, the difference between the compen- 


sation received by him as principal interpreter of | 
the Turkish language to the United Siates lega- | 


tion at Constantinople, and the usual allowance 
to a chargé d’affaires, for the time he acted in the 
latter capacity. 

Mr. Brown, while acting as principal interpre- 


ter of the Turkish language to the legation of the | 
United States at Constantinople, was, on the 30:h | 
July, 1852 accredited, by an order of the President | 


of the United Sates, chargé d’affaires ad in‘erim 


to the Ottoman Government, by Mr. Marsh, Uni- | 


He filled 


ted Sta'es Minister resident in Turkey. 


that office in the absence of any other diplomatic | 
agent of the United States at Constantinople until | 


the return of Mr. Marsh from Greece, on the 52h 
July, 1853. On the 13th December, 1853, he was 
again accredited, by order of the President of the 


United States, as chargé d’effaires ad interim to the | 
Ottoman Government by Mr. Marsh on his re- | 


turn to the United States, and continued to act as 
such unti! thearrivalof Mr. Spence, on the 31st Jan- 
uary, 1854. During these two periods, amounting 
to twelve months and nineteen days, he performed 
all the duties and incurred all the €xnenses incum- 
bent on the representative of the United Srates: 


and having received only the compensation of | 


yrincipal interpreter of the Turkish language dir- 
i | I s 


ing that time, he prays that he may be allowed the | 
difference between that compensation and the usual || 


allowance of salary to a chargé d’affaires. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM CLARK. 


The bill for the relief of William Clark, reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affuirs, was read a 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 
ihe Whole. 


It is to authorize the proper accounting officers | 
to adjust, settle, and pay the account of William | 


Clark, late contractor for making an embank- 


. | 
ment at the navy. yard at Memphis, and to allow 


him the contract price of eighteen cents per cubic 
yard for all the materials delivered by him of suit- 
able quality. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 


| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOSSES OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


The bill for the relie® of the officers and soldiers 
of the Ariny of the United States who sustained 
loss by the disasters to the steamships Winfield 


Seott and Sau Francisco, was read the second || 


time, and considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

It proposes to reqnire the Secretary of War to 
ascertain the value of the property lost by each 
officer, non-commissioned officer, and private of 
the Unired States Army, who was on board the 
steamship Wiofi:ld Scott, on the 21 of Decem- 
ber, 1853, when she was wrecked between San 
Francisco and New York; and on board the steam- 
ship San Francisco, on the Sth of January, 1854, 
‘when she was wrecked between New York and 

San Francisco; and to pay the amounts so ascer- 
tained; but no allowance is to be made for any 
property except such as was usefu , necessary, 


and proper for such officers and soldiers while on | 


the voyaye and engaged in public service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUIG, MIR AND COMPANY. 


The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign 

Relations for the relief of Puig, Mir & Co., of 

| New Orleans, was read the second time, and con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 








| Treasury to pay to [1. J. Perry, Secretary of the 
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It proposes to require the Secretary Of the 
Treasury tu release x judgment rendered jn 4) 
erreuit court of the United States in the eas oa 
district of Louisiana, on the 13h cf February 
1854, in the case of the United Srates rs. pai,’ 
Mir & Co., of New O,leans, for $1,310 54, ard 
juteresi thereon, being the amount oj duties Claimed 
to be due and payable to the United States op 
coffee imported into the port of New Orleans from 
Cuba, in the Spanish brig Pepita; and to release 


e 


judgment rendered in that court at the same ¢ te 


in the case of the United States vs. P. Puig, 9,,j 


Puig, Mir & Co., of New Orleans, for $3,76| 12 
and interest thereon, being the amount of import 
duties claimed to be due and payable to the United 
States on c: flee imported into the said port of New 
Orleans from Cuba, in the Spanish brig Atalayady. 
but if the jacgments, or any part thereof, have 
been paid by the defendants, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is to refund them. 

Tie mig Pepita, a Spanish vessel, arrived a 
New Orleans on the 16 h of January, 1853, from 
Havana, Cuba, having on beard four hundred 
bags of coffee, consigned to Messrs. Puic, Nj; 
& Co., merchants of that city. This was the firs: 
Spanish vessel which had come consigned to that 
house with ec flee direct from the island of Cuba. 
‘They had read in the New York price current of 
Saturday, the 8 h January, 1853, a statement that 
coffee was admitted duty free, when imported from 
place of growth, in all vessels except those of the 
Netherlands, Spain, and Portugal, in which case 
it was twenty per centum ad valorem; and also free 
when imported in vessels of those nations from 
theirown Colonies. They had determined, incase 
the coffee should be liable to duty, to ship it else. 
where, being satisfied that in such a case it cull 
not be sold there, except at a heavy sacrifice, 
That there might, therefore, be no doubt upon the 
subject, they applied for information to the naval 


| officer, and to the cellector of customs, and were 


told by them that the vessel was su! ject to the 
payment of foreign duty only, and that there was 
no duty on the coffee; and they accordingly granted 
a free permit for its delivery. The coffee was 
landed, and sold at its then market value, but ata 
less on the invoice cost of $207 13. The account 
of sales was made out and forwarded to the ship- 
pers, the proceeds of the coffee invested in flour, 
and with this for cargo the Pepita had been cleured 


| for Pernambuco, when, for the first time, the offi- 


cers of the customs discovered their error, and 
applied to Messrs. Puig, Mir & Co. for the pay- 
ment of duties which, under the circumstances, 
they refused to pay; and this suit was instituted 
against them, and a verdict and judgment was 
rendered in favor of the United States on the 13h 
February, 1854, for $1,310 54, with legal interest. 
The same state of facts exists in regard to the 
coffee imported in the Atalayada. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


/améndment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS WARRINGTON, JR. 

The bill for the relief of Lewis Warrington, 
jr., received its second reading, and was cousid- 
ered as in Committee of the W hole. 

I is intended to authorize the proper account: 
ing officers of the Treasury to allow Purser Lewis 
Warrington, jr , the pay that a purser receives 
for doing duty on board a frigate, whilst he wos 


|| attached, in that capacity, to the United Siates 


steam frigate Mississippi. ; 
The oill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HORATIO J. PERRY. 
The next bill on the Calendar was one reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, for (h¢ 


relief of Horatio J. Perry; which was read & 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 


| the Whole. 


It is intended to direct the Secretary of the 


* 
{ 


United States legation at Madrid, $1,402 78, '0 
his services as acting chargé d‘effaires of the Unt 
ted States, at Madrid, for three several perio 
during the years 1852 and 1853, amounting 10 the 
aggregate to six months and twenty-two days; 
being the d.fference between the compensation © 
a chargé d’affaires and that received by him % 
secreiary of legation during that period. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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